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tion of the subject, and it was‘referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. The Committee on Claims 
found no documents accompanying the resolution, 
or nothing upon which a claim could be based; 
and therefore ask to be discharged from the con- 
sideration of the resolution. The committee was 
discharged. 

Mr. P., from the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims, reported back, with an amendment, and 
with a recommendation that it do pass, an act di- 
recting a warrant to issue for tke bounty land due 
on account of the services of Major General Du- 
poriail, Brigadier General Armand, and Major De 
la Colombe. 

Mr. P. also, from the Committee on Claims, 
made an adverse report on the bill for the relief of 
the heirs of Richard K. Meade, deceased. 


Mr. TALLMADGE presented several petitions 
from miners on the mineral Jands in Wisconsin 
and Illinois, asking that a board of commissioners 
be appointed to examine into the condition of the 
miniral lands: laid on the table. 

Mr. T. also presented a petition from the Long 
Istaud Railroad Company, praying Congress to 
allow a drawback on certain railroad iron used in 
the construction of that road: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

On motion of Mr. PRESTON, the Senate took 
up for consideration the following joint resolution: 

Resolved by the Senate and Flouse of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
ail sums hereaiter appropriated to carry into effect treaties for 
the extinguishment of the Indian title to lands, shall be reim- 
bursed to the treasury out of the proceeds of the sales of the 
lands acquired by the treaty under which the appropriation is 
made, 

Mr. WHITE thought this such an important 
resolution, that it ought to be referred. It was a 
proposition coming directly in conflict with the dis- 
tribution act. Its adention wouid overthrow the 
policy of that act. The resolution embraced a 


question which was thoroug ly discussed at the last | 


session, aud rejected, when the act was under con- 
sideration. The identical proposition was then 
distinctiy made by the Senator from Alabama, [Mr. 
Kina,] resolving that no purtion of the proceeds 
from the lands should be distributed to the States 
until the treasury was reimbursed the expenditures 
in acquiring the lands. In the face of this piece 
of history, he considered it a most extraordinary 

roposition, that the Senator from South Caroliua 
Mr. Preston] should wish the Senate to take a 
vote on a resolution, of a single short sentence, at 
that time, reversing the Whig policy of distribu- 
tion, without even its reference to a committee. 
He moved to refer it to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands. 

Mr. PRESTON remarked, in substance, that the 
resolution was not intended to undo the policy of 
that act: it was only intended that, in the future 
extinguishment of the Indian titles, the land ac- 
quired should reimburse to the treasury the ex- 

enseg which wil! be incurred in its acquisition. 
Je said a state of things had arisen, such as com- 
pelled the legislative body to entertain this propo- 
sition—such a state of things as made it wise to en- 
tertain the proposition. A state of things had been 
brought to their knowledge, in which they were 
compelled to look to such repeal or modification of 
that law as is contemplated by the resolution. It 
was known that the treasury was in a most impov- 
erished condition. Loans have been resorted to; 
and that recourse has been found inefficient to keep 
it from exhaustion. They could not carry on the 
Government. They had authorized loans, which 
had not been taken; and, it was feared, would not 
be, under the present inauspicious state of things. 

He asked, could it be presumed that the fulfil- 
ment of Indian treaties, the payment for the lands 
acquired by treaty stipulations wth the Indians, and 
the cost of bringing them into market, could be dis- 
bursed ont of an exhausted treasury—and yet, that 
the proceeds of the sales of these lands should be 
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distributed to the States, without first deducting the 
cost? Suppose a treaty pending for the acquisition 
of Indian lands to cost one miliion of dollars: was 
it to be said that a million of dollars was to be bor- 
rowed, and ultimately paid out of the customs, 
merely to enable Congress to extinguish Indian 
titles to lands, that the proceeds of the sales there- 
from might be distributed to the States! His dis- 
position was to extinguish the Indian titles in all 
the States and Territories; but could Congress go 
on extinguishing these titles, by borrowing money 
or raising it from customs, while they were giving 
away to the States the whole proceeds of the sales 
of the lands acquired by such a resort? No! Pub- 
lic opinion could not be so worked uponas to 
sanction such a course of policy. It never could 
become popular with the people. In all cases in 
which land is purchased from the Indians, it is 
worth more than it costs; and, when sold, will 
Isave a iarge balance for distribution, after paying 
the first cost. Would it not be better at once to 
distribute money from the treasury, than to take 
this circuitous mode of doing it? Ii it was the pol- 
icy of gentiemen to assume the debts of the States, 
let them march boldly up to the question, meet 
it, discuss it, and decide it upon its naked merits; 
and not do it by indirection—as would be the case 
if money from the customs was taken to extinguish 
the titles to Indian lands, to be distributed to the 
Siates. His purpose was a single one: it was to 
enable him to vote for the extinguishment of the 
Indian tities, which he cou!d not do in the face of 
the fact that there was nothing in the treasury to 
pay for these lands, and that the money must be 
either borrowed or raised from customs. Sappose 
acase of half a million of dollars to be raised for 
the extinguishment of the Indian title in the Siates 
of Indiana or Ohio. Is that sum in the treasury, 
or isit to be borrowed or raised from customs for 
the purpose? How else is it to begot? Are gentle- 


men prepared to vote for the extinguishment of | 


that Indian tit!e on such terms? 


He called upon his friends, who are in favor of 
the measure of cistribution, to consider what will 
be the sense of the nation when it is known that, 
in spite of the bankrupt state of the treasury, 
money is to be borrowed or procured from cus- 
toms, to buy land that it may be distributed. 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana asked if it was in order, 
on a mere question of reference, to enter into the 
generai merits of the subject of a resolution. 

Mr. PRESTON asked the Senator if it did not 
occur tu him, when his colleague was treating on 
the general subject, that he was transcending the 
limits of discussion on a question of reference. 

Mr. SMITH said it did occur to him. 


Mr. PRESTON did not wish to avail himself | 


of the right which he had to reply to the remarks 
of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Wuite.] He 
thought the proper reference, if auy was necessary, 
would be to the Commutee on Indian Affairs. 
All knew very well that, in sending the resojution 
to the Committee on Public Lands, it would be 
sending itto a lion’s den. He would, therefore, 
feel bound to resist its reference to that committee, 

Mr. ALLEN concurred entirely with the views 
of the Senator from South Carolina on the im- 
policy of taking money from the common treas- 
ury to extinguish the Indian title to lands. Such 
a course was effeciually an assumption of the 
debts of the States, being liquidated by the rev: 
enues received into the national treasury from 
customs. He suggested to the Senator, however, 
that the object would not be reached by his res- 
olution in its present form; it only provided that 
the charges upon the treasury for lands hereafter 
to be acquired shall be reimbursed to the treasury 
out of the proceeds of the lands thus to be ac- 
quired. Thusit might be twenty to twenty-five 
years before the money would be returned to the 
treasury. It was for this reason that he would, at 
a proper time, move such a modification of the 
resolution as would secure to the treasury com- 








—s 


was his purpose at the proper time to move so to 
amend the resolution, as to make all the public 
lands available to the public treasury—which, in the 
language of the Senator from South Carolina, 
[Mr. Preston,] wasientirely exhaustec—so as to 
reimburse it for ali the moneys paid from the cus- 
toms for the extinguishment of Indian titles. 

Hither the process must be continued, of purchas- 
ing Indian lands with the proceeds of the revenue 
from customs, and of distributing, by means of the 
price of the lands, the revenue from customs, or 
we must cease altogether to purchase lands from the 
Indians. 

This showed the impolicy of the distribution act. 
He asked the Senator from Indiana, and those 
with whom he acted, whether they would continue 
to spend money from the treasury for Jands—con- 
tinue to borrow money on the credit of the Federal 
Government—at a usurious rate, if at any rate—to 
be spent for Indian lands, for the purpose of dis- - 
tributing to the States the proceeds of the sales of 
those very lands?) Would they do this, at the sac- 
rifice of every branch of the public service? He 
could not believe it? As eager as they were to 
continue this odious policy of distribution, he had 
yet a lingering hope ihat they would, under the ca- 
lamitous state of things within their knowledge, 
retrace their steps. If they adhered to the policy 
of distribution, ihey would cease to buy a dollar’s 
worth of lands from the Indiansin the West, and 
would thereby leave those States in which tne In- 
dian lJands lie, trammelled in their action. There 
was no Western man who heard him that would 
egree to postpone the extinguishment of the Indian 
title to lands within the borders of the Sates they 
represent, longer than the ability of the Govern- 
ment would enable it to do so, and to remove the 
Indians to their new home. 


He then adverted to the hypothetical case pnt by 
the Senator from Sovth Carolina [Mr. Preston] 
in relation to the Indian title in Ohio. He said that 
Senator need not put the case hypothetically, for 
the conclusion of a treaty to extinguish the Wyan- 
dott title in Ohio, was a matter of general notoriety. 
There is a district of Indian terri‘ory in that State, 
about eight miles square, whica was a mote in the 
eye of the State, and which should be taken away. 
The Government had purchased this tract, so lar 
as the agents of the Government could accomplish 
that object. The extinguishment of Indian title 
was a matter of national importance, as well as of 
the utmost importance to the States in which ihe 
lands lie. Congress was bound to purchase this 
domain, because the States have been disabled 
from doing it, and the interest of the State and its 
people demands it. But as long as distribution is 
ecntinued, how can such purchase be made, with- 
outa violation of the Constitution, in the distribu- 
tion of revenue from customs. He pointed out the 
necessi'y fgr the amendment which he proposed to 
offer at the proper time. 


He considered this measure of distribution much 
worse than either ihe measure of a national banix 
or high tariff; and, in point of enormity, fully equal 
to all the iniquitous measures of the last session. 

He suggested the propriety of withdrawing the 
motion of reference, for the purpose of enabling 
him to offer his amendment, that the sense of the 
Senate on the subject might at once be taken, with- 
out debate. 

Mr. WHITE observed that his sence of duty had. 
admonished him against making 2 motion to Jay 
the joint resolution en the table, instead of meet- 
ing it by a motion of reference. But he did so be- 
cause he thought it was not right that any direct 
vote should be taken without the fullest discussion. 
He considered the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Ohio nothing more nor less than an 
indirect proposition to repeal the distribation law. 

Mr. W. proceeded, at considerable length, to 
explain his views of the magnitude of the question, 

Mr. PRESTON considered many of the Sena- 
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to’. pu .avns entirely imaginary. His proposition 
Ws hui @ repeal of the land bill, A state of things 
ceencs which forces upon Congress a consideration 
of the impossibility of the treasury sustaining fur- 
ther demands on it fr the expenditures on public 
Jands. Hecould not he!p thinking that his friends 
bad become unreasonably sensitive in relation to 
their favorite measure. All he asked was, that the 
residue of the public land (the titte to which is to 
be yet extinguished) should refund to the treasury 
the price of its purchase. The Senator from Ohio 
thinks the price of the whole of the public lands 
should be repaid to the treasury. He would not 
enier into the question on so broad a basis; but 
would put it to his friends whether it was possible 
to appropriate a million and a half, under present 
circumstances, er any circumstances to be artici- 
pated, for the extinguishment of the Indian title 
yet pressing on the States and Territories? Out of 
the millions to be distributed, in the long run of 
years yet to come before the public domain is fully 
occupied, it was but a very small matter to ask 
that this million and a half should be paid out of 
the land fund itself. Will gentlemen be so nig- 
gardly of the vast wealth so liberally poured out 
to them, as to refuse us our draught of water from 

‘ the vast fountain—this immense stream which is to 
flow to them forever? Was there anything so holy 
in this distribution, as to induce the country to give 
up the navy, the army, the salaries of members 
themselves—in short, 'o give up everything to sus- 
tain ii? He did not approve of the reference pro- 
posed to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MOREHEAD remarked that the subject 
was undoubtedly one of some embarrassment. It 
was clear, to his mind, that no step of this kind 
should be taken, without the most mature consid- 
eration. He hoped the Senator from South Caro- 
lina (Mr. Preston} would allow the resolution to 
lie over till Senators had full time to reflect upon 
it,or allew it to go to the Committee on Public 
Lands—not that he wished it to meet its death in 
that committee. He hoped the committee would 
present the subject to the Senate in such a light 
asto enable Senators to consider it understand- 
ingly. 

Mr. EVANS moved to postpone the further 
consideration of the subject till to-morrow, with a 
view of proceeding to the unfinished business of 
yesierday. 

The further consideration of the subject was ac- 
cordingly postponed. 

Oa motion of Mr. WALKER, the Senate took up 
the bill to provide for the satisfaction of claims 
arising under the 14th and 19th articles of the treaty 
at Dancing Rabbit creek, concluded in September, 
1830. The biil, being engrossed, was read the third 
time and passed. 

Engrossed bill entitled An act to regulate ap- 
peals and writs of error from the district court of 
the United States for the northern district of Ala- 
bama, was read the third time and passed. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 

The biil “to provide revenue from imports, and 
to change and modify existing laws imposing du- 
ties on imports, and for otber purposes,” was taken 
up, as in commitice of the whole; the fisst question 
pending being on the Finance Committee’s amend- 
ment No. 1, viz: 

“On cotton bagging, or other imported substitute, instead of 


five cents per square yard, te insert three and a half cents per 
square yard.” 


Mr. CRITTENDEN objecied to the proposed 
réduction of duty on imported bagging. He 
stated, at considerable length, his views of the im- 
policy of discouraging the home manufacture by 
such a reduction of duty as must bring the foreign 
article into a competition that will break up alto- 
gether the domestic manufacturer. 


He showed that, of late, gunny bag was an arti- 
cle extensively used in place of bagging; and that it 
was made and sold abroad ata cost not exceeding 
one penny (two cents) per yard. Of a cargo of 
two thousand bags of cotton, lately shipped in the 
South, he had been assured that fifteen hundred 
were packed in gunny-bag cloth. He read from a 
Boston newspaper adveriisements offering one hna- 
dred and thirty-nine thousand yards of gunny-bag 
cloth, made of a wild grass now subjected to cultiva- 


ee 


ation, and woven into cloth in Bengal, whence it 
can be exported at one penny per yard. What is to 
become of the hemp of this country, so necessary 
for national purposes to be encouraged? With this 
competition, hemp cannot be cultivated. It must 
shortly be abandoned. Here isan article in which the 
farmers of Kentucky and Missouri are deeply inter- 
ested. It is the price of this bagging which regulates 
the price of hemp. This imported gunny-b-g, which 
costs but one penny per yard, and is sold as cot- 
ton, with the cotton which it covers, at five times 
what it costs, will take the place which bagging 
from Kentucky hemp hitherto has taken. The 
bagging manutacturers of this country are willing 
to supply the bagging for what it sells to the foreign 
purchasers of cotton. The yard of hemp-bagging 
weighs one pound ten ounces. The gunny-bag 
two anda half pounds. At the price it is sold at 
as cotton, more is received for it than the hemp- 
bagging manufacturer receives for his bagging. 

Mr. CALHOUN observed that this was a sub- 
ject in which those whom he represented, and the 
whole southern region, were deeply interested. 

He submitted the following: 

A statement of the additional cost on the cotton crop of the 
year, (estimated at 2,000,000 bags,) in consequence of the pro- 
posed duty un cotton-bagging, rope, and twine. 

The cost on a bag estimated at 400 pounds: 


54 yards bagging, at 5 cents the square yard, 
equal to 6 1-9 cents the running yard, and equal 


to 65 per cent. ad valorem on the invoice - $00 43 1)-18 
6 pounds of rope, at6 cents per pound, and 

about equal to 110 per cent. ad valorem 00 36 
} pound of twine, at 6 cents duty per pound, and 

about equal to 30 or 40 percent. advalorem- 00 014 
Cost per bag 00 71:19 








2,000,000 of bags at 71 1-9 cents per bag, is equal to $1,422,222. 


The gross value of the crop, estimated at 7} cents per pound, 
would be $60,000,000. 

And the additional cost, in consequence of the duty on the 
three articles, would be equal to 24 per cent.; that is, 24 bags 
on the hundred, or 1 bag in 37, and 54,000 bags in the crop; 
and, estimating the number of factories for bagging at 21 in the 
United States, it would be equal to 2,571 to each. The reduc- 
tion of the duty to 34 cents per yard would reduce the cost on 
the crop to about $1,200,000. 

Mr. C. explained minutely, and at some length, 
the foregoing estimates; and showed the enormous 
imposition this one duty of protection would throw 
upon the South, for the mere benefit of twenty-one 
manufacturers. 


Mr. WALKER hoped the Serate would indulge 
him in afew remarks upon this subject, as his 
State was more deeply interested than any other in 
the Union. According to the census returns for 
1840, that State produced 462,080 bales of cotton 
in asingle year, and she was the principal pur- 
chaser of the cotton-bagging of Kentucky. And 
the Senator would have a duty placed upon that 
article of five cents a yard, and, at the same time, 
told them that it could be furnished for one penny a 
yard. If this be so, what was the duty, he asked? 
It was a duty which must be absolutely pro- 
hibitory—a duty equal to 250 per cent.—a duty 
which the Prime Minister of England would 
not dare to ask, in the state of public opin- 
ion which now prevailed. The Senator from Ken- 
tucky desired to make that State, then, which was 
the chief producer of the great article of export 
which formed the prosperity of this country as re- 
gards her foreign commerce—that Sta'e which was 
the chief consumer of the produce of Kentucky— 
bear the burden of paying this enormons duty. If 
Kentucky had not the market which was furnished 
her by Mississippi and Louisiana for her surplus 
products—her corn, her pork, her horsesand mules 
—Kentucky would find herself infinitely more dis- 
tressed than any Sta'e in the Union. And yet the 
Senator from Kentuc'y desired that those States 
in the valley of the Mississippi should be burdened 
with this enormous tax; and why? Because the 
article is made in Bengal; and therefore we must 
be taxed 250 per cent. for the purchase of the arti- 
cle here. If this were to be the principle acted on, 
why did they not laya duty of 250 percent. on 
every sort of foreign products? Which was the 
most important article, hemp or cotton? There 
was no sort of comparison. The difference 
was something like twenty to one. It was the 
great article of export—the cotton of the valley of 
the Mississippi—which enabled this country to im- 
port foreign articles so extensively as she did; and 











without this, where would be the revenue from 
customs? Strike off the 70,000,000 bales of cotton 
which were annually exported, and what would 
become of your revenue} Of what advantage, 
then, would it be to levy this prodigious tax? For 
whose benefit -was it to be levied? Why, for the 
benefit of the 23 manufacturers of the article of cot- 
ton bagging in Kentucky. You are, then, to prehibit 
the introduction of gunny bagging—for he thought 
no Senator would deny that the duty would amount 
to a prohibition; to throw that article altogether 
out of the market, and give it up to the twenty- 
three manufacturers of the article of cotton bag- 
ging in Kentucky. Kentucky had not been, in 
times pas', so just and generous as that they should 
now be induced to make so great a sacrifice on her 
account; or, rather, on account of the few manu- 
facturers who, by gomb:nation, could easily raise 
the price (as had been done in other cases, in the 
course of only ten days) one-third, or one-half, or 
even to double its value. 

He would tell the Senator what had already 
been the result of one of these iniquitous combina- 
tions. About two years ago, one of the largest 
planters (Mr. Joseph Dunbar) came to the conclu- 
sion, after the formation of one ef those combina- 
tions, to try iron hooping; and now nearly the 
whole crop in the valley of the Mississippi had 
been put in with iron hooping, instead of Kentucky 
rope. It was to him amazing that gentlemen row 
came forward and asked to put their hands in the 
vockets of en adjacent State to their own, and ab- 
stract this enormous tax from those who are al- 
most the only consumers of the products of their 
own States, and on whom those States are depend- 
ent for their prosperity. He hoped that the mo- 
tion to reduce the duty to 34 per cent —which, in 
itself, is enormous—-would at least be adopted. 
The duty should be a duty for revenue, and not for 
protection to the producers of this particular article, 
at the expense of another and far more numerous 
and importaut class of producers. 


Mr. SIMMONS understood that the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. Catnoun] had stated 
that the cost of Inverness bagging in the South is 
nine or ten cents per yard. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN interposed, to read a letter 
which he had just received on the subject of price. 
He read from it that the price of Scoich bagging 
has been, ir Scotland, not less than from thirteen 
to fifteen cents per yard. 

Mr. CALHOUN read a letter from one of the 
first merchants in Charieston, 8S. C., quoting the price 
of Scotch bagging, fit for the cotton planters, at five 
pence per yard. 

Mr. SIMMONS read a letter in his hands, to 
show that the price in New York is from 18 to 22 
cents per yard. 

He had no doubt the letter which the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. CrirrenpEN]} had read, was 
more correct. He asked, would any one believe 
that an addition of 14cent would raise the price? 
All it would do, would be to lessen the profit of the 
importer. 

Gunny cloth sold in 1840 for 25 cents a yard; 
it cost in Bengal 2cents; the cost coming here could 
hut amount to more than 2 cents: yet it paid a pro- 
fitof 20 cents. Now, if 20 cents profit on 2 cents 
wi!l not stand a duty of 5 cents, what wili? 

He argued at great length that it’was necessary 
to protect the Kentucky manufactures of bagging 
and bale rope against the foreign competition; and 
that the cotton-planters lost nothing by the price of 
their bagging, as they were paid for it as cotton. 

Mr. WALKER pointed out the inconsistency 
of the areuments brought forwaid for protection. 
Bither this wasa bill for revenue or for protection, 
If it was for revenue, the arguments of the Sena- 
tors from Rhode Isiand and Kentucky prove that 

alf the duty would preduce more revenue than 
the whole; and if revenue be the object, why not 
reduce the duty to what will produce most. If it 
be for protection, their arguments in favor of ex- 
cluding all competitivun from Kentucky baggiag, 
show that Scents per square yard will effectually 
do it. 

Mr. EVANS made a few remarks in reference 
to the statements of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina, [Mr. CaLnoun,} with a view of showing that 
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the duty on foreign bagging imported had never 
exceeded $149,000—scarcely a tenth of what the 
Sena'or says the cotton-planters pay in cu'y on 
their bagging. Te made some observations in re- 
ply to the Senator from Mississippi, [Vr. WaLkeEr. ] 
with a view of showing that the duty on gunny- 
bay would be only frou 20 to 25 per cent., instead 
of 250 per cent., as he supposed—the price of tiat 
article being 20 cenis a yard in New York, and 
the duty only 5. 

Mr. CUTHBERT desired simply to say a few 
words in relation to the statement which had been 
reiterated on all sides of the Senate, but more par- 
ticularly by the Senator from Rhode Is!and, thai an 
augmentation of duty dees not increase the price 
of the article to be paid for by tue consumer. He 
was happy to observe that the Senator from Ken- 
tucky had his attention directed to this statement. 
The argument was very just'y and properly ad- 
dresied to him; because, if an augmeniaiion of du- 
ty did not increase the price of the dutiable article, 
the object of the Senator wov'd plainly faii of ac- 
complishment. He would fail to be beuefited by 
the duty; and why, then, would he desire to inflict 
a burden upon his Southern neighbors, who were 
the chief customers for the surplus products of the 
Senator’s own Sta‘e, and with whom he shouid be 
desirows of preserving the most kindly feelings? He 
hoped the Senator, then, having been convineed 
by the Senator from Rhode [sland that an augment- 
ation of price did not f llow an augmentation of 
duties, would consent to the proposed :eduction. 
This was one of the cases which appeared to him 
to illustrate very strongly the unreasonableness of 
the protective system. 

It was a protective system which they had be- 
fore them. Although the Senaior from Maine pro- 
tested, at the very commencement of the di:eassion, 
against the idea of its bein g 80 CO 
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nsidered, the fact 
bad, nevertheless, forced its w ay throvgh = pelicy 
of debate, through the course of argumen ‘ hich 
Senators found it necessary to use, in ce r to sus 
tain the bill. And under what character and aspect 
was it that the protective principie presented iiself? 
The Senater from Kentucky assured them that, 
with duties as hich as were now proposed, the do- 
mestic manufactures cf the country were sinking 
into ruin; and yet he wou'd transfer the labor of 
Kentucky from its legitimate employ 
culture and the raising of stock to the manutae- 
turing of cotion-bageing. The people are to be 
compelled to jeave their pr ofitabie occupation, aad 
engage in one of a different description, for the 
benefit of the Government. 

This was the system whic’ the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means urged them to 
adopt. View it, then, with regard to protection. It 
was well known that the cotion productions of this 
country were in an extremely depressed state. 
Would the Senator trom Kentucky, then, from the 
very neighborhood of the cotton-producing States— 
would the Senator from Rhode {[sland—would the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
at ihe very moment when this depression prevails, 
and when the chances of commerce—when ac- 
cident, naiure, or Providence offered them the 
means of ameliorating that depressed cond 
would Senators then be willing that, 
time, and under such circunistances, 
ment should spring upon that means, and wrest it 
{rom them; that the arm of ine Government she 
be used siill more tu depress the condition « of 
producers of the great staple article of | cotton, to 
prevent them from using the advautages to Ww} nich 
they were entitied? Was some- 


nent—agri- 


itiun, — 
at such a 
the Govern- 


i 


' 


1@ 


n 
u 
‘ 
at 


there noi in this 
thing which revolted the feelings of ali? You take 
from us what does not profityou. You impover- 
ish your customers, without securing any benefit to 
yourselves. 

Mr. CALHOUN, to tes? the questi 
this was to be supported by the Venaie as a bill 
for revenue or for protection, moved an amend- 
ment io the amendment reducing the duty on cot- 
ton-bagsiag or olber substitute Imported, to two 
cents per square yard, instead of three and a half 
cents, as proposei by the Finance Cuornmittee; or 
five cenis, as proposed by the original bill. ‘i'wo 
cents per square yard would yield a revenue of 
about 20 per cent. on the value. 
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‘On this amendment he called for the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. 

The debate was further continued by Messrs. 
BARROW, PRESTON, SIMMONS, WALKER, 
and CRITTENDEN, till, at nearly 6 o’clock, on 
motion of Mr. MOREHEAD, who expressed a 
wish to deliver his sentiments on the subject, the 
Senate adjouined. 














HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, July 28, 1842. 

Mr. DODGE of Wisconsin presented the peti- 
tion of Bernard W. Brisbois, of Crawford county, 
Wisconsin Territory, asking Congress to pass a 
law confirming a sinall tract of land to John Simp- 
scn, instead of Joseph Simpson, being farm lot 
No. 27. 

Also, the petition of the inhabitants of Graw 
county, Wisconsin Territory, asking that a mail, 
route may be established, leading from Madison, 
the seat of Government in said Territory, via 
Monroe and Oniel, Lilinois, to Free Port, in Uli- 
nei. 

Mr. PLUMER presented a petition, numerously 
signed by citizens of Clarion county, Pa., to enact 
a law to proteet the production of American laber- 
ers against the competition of foreigners: referred 
to the Committee cf the Whole House. 

THE BILL TO REDUCE MEMBERS’ PAY. 

The following select committee to which 
vir. ARNOLD’s bill has been referred, as acnounced 
this moraing: Ivlessrs. ARNoLtD, Popr, Baker, 
Lane, GraHaM, Bowne, Cuartes Brown, Gwin, 
and Cross. 

‘A DJOURN MENT OF CONGRBSS. 

Mr. CASEY submitted a joint resolution, to fix 
Monday, the 15:h of August, at 2 o’clock, for the 
adjournment sine die of the two Houses of Con- 

ress, 

Mr. CUSHING objected. 

Mr. CASEY moved a suspension of the rules 
for t the reception of his resoluiion; on which he 
c-lled for the yeas and nays, and they were or- 
dered; and being taken, were—yeas 81, nays 63 

So the Hose refused to suspend the rules, two- 
thirds not voting in the affirmative. 

When Mr. GUSTINE’S name was called, he 
rose and inquired if the gentleman who offered the 
resolution to adjourn on the 15th of August was 
satisfied that the time named for the adjournment 
of Congress would enable the House to take up 
the calendar of yee bills, so long delayed, and 
which require the action of the House at this ses- 
sion, 

If eight months of a session demand, private 
business require, and a return to our families urge, 
the necessiiy of a speedy adjournment, he hesitated 
not to say that they had as strong claims on him, 
and he felt them as sensibly, as any member of the 
House; but could not agree that the long list of 

rivate claims, which will require but a few days 
to dispose ef them, should be thrown back, to be 
egain called up at another session. 

The SPEAKER remarked that he was unable to 
answer the inquiry; and that the debate was out of 
order. 

THE NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On the motion of Mr. FILLMORE, the House 
took up the navy appropriaticn bill, which had 
come back from the Senate with two ofthe amend- 
menis of thatbodv insisted upon. The other amend- 

sents of the Senate they hae receded from. 
ir. FIiLLMOREexplained the position in which 
billstood. The Senate insisted upon two of its 
amendments; the firstof which was an amendnient of 
the section of the House which limited the num- 
ber of officers; now, afier the strong vole which 
had been given in this House on that section, he 
hoped the House would insist on its non-concur- 
nce in the amendment of the Senate, and demand 
a committee of conference, 

The other amendment was in reference to the 
dry-dock at New York. The appropriation was 
for a dry-dock, and the Senate had introduced an 
amendment authorizing the Secretary of the Navy 
to appropriate the money intended fora dry-dock 
to a floating-dock, if, in his opinion, it will an- 
swer the purpose. From the papers which had 


IS ine 


803 


asiasnsaeeaeateienceaeoienatnnaneaeaaa aaeaepEmaeaeaaanseaeaNaEmedmaeee es mes 





been laid before him, and from information " hich 
he had received, he had come to the conclu-ion 
that the floating-dock was not intended to soper- 
sede the dry-dock, but that it was intended to get 
that and the dry-dock too. Believing, bimself, that 
in the exhansted state of the treasury it would 
not be wise to construct the two docks, he had 
moved an amendment, to authorize the Secretary of 
the Navy to expend the money for the construction 


of a floating-dock if, in his opinion, that wou!d an- , 


swer the purpose. Hie had made that amendment 
as a test whether it was intended to have both 
docks, and the Senate had non-concurred in the 
amerdment. He (Mr. Fittmore) believed, if a 
dry-dock were constructed, it would answer all the 
purposes; if, however, a floating dock would an- 
swet, he was willing that it should be so, as its 
construction would be cheaper. But he hoped the 
House would now insist, and that a commitiee of 
conference would be appointed; and he requested 
that he might not be appointed to serve on the 
committee. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON thought they had acted 
with great liberality to the Senate, and towards the 
Navy a He believed there were two- 
thirds of this House that were willing te adhere; 
and, therefore, they had better give the Senate no- 
tice that, if that body adhered to the amendments 
which they had made, they would oceasivn the loss 
of the bill. He moved that the House adhere to its 
non-concurrence. 

Mr. WM. B. CAMPBELL asked what would 
be the etfeci of the motion of his colleague? and 
wheiher it would not have the effect to lay the bill 
on the table of this House? 

Mr. FILLMORE hoped the question would be 
taken on insisting. 

The SPEAKER replied to the gentleman from 
Tenne-see, [Mr. W. B. Campsetu,] that the mo. 
tion of his colleague [Mr. C. Jonnson] was gener- 
ally the last to be acted upon. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON wished the Senate to under- 
stand that, under no circumstances, would they re- 
cede; and that they would not consult or debate in 
relation to it. 

Mr. FILLMORE said it was a matter «f g-eat 
importance whether any appropriation should be 
meade for the navy; and, therefore, he hoped the Lill 
would not be jcoparded, until the usual parliament- 
ary modes had been resorted to, to sce whether 
something could not be done to cause the passage 
of the bill, that the right arm ef our defence might 
not be annihilated. 

Mr. PROFFIT suggested to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Me. C. Jomnson] whether, if his mo- 
tion were azreed to, the joss of the bill might not 
fall, with its responsibilities, on this House. If 
they departed from the usual course, the country 
might justly charge upon the House of Representa- 
tives the responsibility of losing the bill; and there- 
fore he hoped the suggestions of the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Meaus would be act- 

ed upon. He begged the gentleman from Tennes- 
see to reflect on the consequences of going to their 
homes, after being in session seven or eight months, 
withou! any appropriation for the navy. Nothing 
could justify such a course, and he hoped a com- 
mittee of conference would be eppointed. 

Mr. C. BROWN said it was an important ques- 
tion, for it involved the number of officers that 
should be appointed, ard which the House had 
shown a disposition tu limit to the number in the 
service in 1841. 

The Senate, however, ha’? left the number in- 
definite; for that bees had prep-sed to limit the 
number to that which might be found to be in the 
service atthe end of the | present session, of which 
this House knew nothing. Tre Senate might 
make 100 post-captains and '00 commanders; 
aud if they had told the Hou-e how many they 
intenced to make, the House would have known 
what course to pursue. In all their conferences 
with the Senate, the House was ever the loser. 
The House had already said that it did not desire 
an increase; and if they adhered to their non-con- 
currence, what would be the consequence? Why, 
the Senate must say there must either be an in- 
crease, or the bill must be lost; and the resSonsi- 


bility would be with the Senate, and the Senate 
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alone. Wi regard to the other question, in re- 
lation 'o the dry-dock, he observed that it com- 
mended itself to every one. 
be allowed to have two docks, 
bad none atall. 

Mr. TILLINGH AST, as a point of order, by a 
reference to the rules, contended that the motion to 
insist must first be pat. 

The SPEAKER agreed; but intimated that the 
House might consent to take a different course. 

After some conversation between Messrs. LINN, 
AYCRIGG, and ADAMS, 

Mr. LINN moved the previous question; which 
was seconded, and the main question ordered. 

The SPEAKER said that the main question 
would be on insisting on the disagreement ef the 
House. 

. Themain question was then put and carried. 


— 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL observed that there was | 
but one appropriation bill remaining; and, for the | 


purpose of considering that bill, he moved that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. J. COOPER appealed to his col’eague to with- 
draw his motion, so as to allow one hour for the 
reports of committees. 

Mr. PROFFITT hoped that the gentleman 
would persist in his motion, and that the House 
would give the preference to the appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. INGERSOLL said that he would cheerfully 
accede to the wishes of the House. He would 
prefer, however, taking the question on his motion, 
so as to take the sense of the House on the sub- 
ject. 

The question was then taken and carried. 

So the House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. ATuEr- 
ton of New Hampshire in the chair.) 

Mr. JOS. R. INGERSOLL moved that the com- 
mittee proceed to the consideration of the bill “le- 
galizing and making appropriations for such neces- 
sary objects as have been usually included in the 
general appropriation bills without authority of 
law; and to fix and provide for certain incidental 
expenses of the departments and offices of the Gov- 
ernment, and for other purposes.” 

Mr. STANLY moved to take up the bill for the 
reorganization of the army. 

Mr. TURNEY moved to take up a bill, the title 
of which was not heard by the reporter. 

On taking the question, the committee decided 
on takiog up the contingent appropriation bill, as 
moved by Mr. Incrrso.t. 

And the bill having been read— 

Mr. INGERSOLL entered into an explanation 
of its details; after which, the committee proceeded 
to consider it in detail. 

The first section—being for one superintendentof 
the northeast executive building, $250; and three 
watchmen, $365 each—being under consideration, 

Mr. CAVEJOHNSON moved to strike out the 
appropriation for the superintendent, $250; and in- 
quired whether the Secretary could not assign this 
duty to one of his clerks. 

Messrs. JAMES and ADAMS opposed the mo- 
tion; and, on taking the question, it was rejected. 

The next item being for one additional clerk in 
the First Auditor’s office, one thousand dollars— 

Mr. BLACK inguired of Mr. Incersoit whether 
the duties of this office were intellectual, or merely 
mechanicai? 

Mr. INGERSOLL said that there was an ex- 
planation under each head of expenditure. The 


clerkships in the several Executive Departments || 


consisted of accounting clerks, corresponding 
clerks, and recording clerks. The clerkship at 
present under consideration was an accounting 
clerkship. 

Mr. BLACK looked upon the duties of an ac- 
counting clerk as very little superior to manual la- 
bor, aud such as were performed by dozens of 
young mer on the Pennsylvaria avenue for three 
or four hundred dollars a year. It would be im- 
possible to regulate and reduce the salaries of the 
clerks in the public offices by proceeding on the 
basis of the salaries already established; for he 
was well satisfied that the present salaries were 
not graduated in proportion to the importance and 
value of the services performed. He had been 





New York could not | 
when other places 





CONGRESSIONAL 


LOBE. 











told that, in the War office, there was a clerk 
receiving $1,100 a year, whose sole duty it was to 
file away the letters received at the department, 
and make a brief abstract of their contents on the 
back of each ofthem. This was purely mechani- 
cal. Another clerk received $1000 a year for 
merely recording letters. This, too, was little bet- 
ter than manual labor. He had also been told 
that there were clerks in the various departments 
who had duties assigned them requiring not only a 
great amount of labor, but the exercise of great 
skill and judgment, together with an intimate 
knowledge of two or three foreign languages; and 
these men received but two or three hundred dol- 
lars a year more than those whose duties were 
merely mechanical. 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL made a few remarks 
in explanation. 


Mr. GILMER thought that the object of the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Biacx] could not be 
attained by action on the part of Congress. From 
his investigation of the subject, he was eonvinced 
that there were many clerks with literally nothing 
todo. On the other hand, many there were who 
were incessantly and laboriously employed. Some- 
times, too, there was an excess of business in one 
department, and a deficiency in another. He 
thought that, instead of applying to Congress, the 
remedy was with the heads of departments them- 
selves. These officers should, instead of applying 
to Congress for new clerks to assist them, in case 
of an accumulation of business, transfer those al- 
ready engaged from one department to another, in 
which they might be temporarily employed to ad- 
vantage. 

Mr. BLACK submitted a brief explanation in re- 
lation to his motion, which was finally rejected af- 
ter a debate, in which Messrs. LINN, CARUTH- 
ERS,-J. R. INGERSOLL, McKAY, CAVE 
JOHNSON, BEESON, G. DAVIS, SALTON. 
STALL, and CALHOUN took part. 


Mr. BEESON moved to strike out that part of 
the first section which created an additional clerk 
in the First Auditor’s office. He called on the 
chairman who reported the bill, for information. 
He desired to know what the revenue business 
now requiring transaction at the Treasury Depart- 
ment was, in amount, as compared with the amount 
of business done in past years. 

Mr. INGERSOLL answered, that he had no 
other information than that received from the First 
Auditor, and just read. 


Mr. BEESON continued, in support of his amend- 
ment, saying he should be cautious how he gave 
the sanction of law to a temporary clerkship. It 
takes from the chief of the department the discretion 
and the responsibility which in such eases it is ne- 
cessary he should be invested with. It was much 
easier to crealc than to repeal offices. When the 
revenue had fallen off so greatly, and was continu- 
ing to fall off, he could not see the propriety of 
creating additional clerks. To create additional 
clerks in proportion to the increase of the revenye, 
may be right; but to reverse that rule, was not the 
reform we had been promised. 

Fhe amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON offered an amendment, 
the effect of which was to limit the legal existence 
of the additional clerks authorized to be employed 
by the bill, to the 2d April, 1843. 

Mr. ISAAC D. JONES opposed the motion. 
He deprecated party discussion, and hoped, 
when the necessity was shown, that gentlemen 
would go on with the bill. 

Mr. A. V. BROWN said the question with the 
gentleman from Maryland appeared to be, whether 
they should cr should nut take the report of the 
committee, without examination or discussion. 
This House was furnished with fscts by the com- 


mittee; and of tho:e facts it had the right, and he || 


was glad to see the determination, to judge for | 


itself. 











He repudiated the charge of acting in a || 


party spirit, and advocated the amendment, which |) 
would have the effect of extending the appropria- | 
tion for this elerksbip until April next, before | 


which this Congress will be again in session. 
The debate was continued by Messrs. JONES 
of Maryland, JOS. R. INGERSOLL, CARUTH- 


“ 


ERS, TURNEY, TiLLINGHAST, and Mc- 
KENNAN, and the amendment was agreed to. 

On the next item being under consideration, in 
the following words: 


“In the Third Auditor’s oftce, three additional clerks--two at 
$1,150 each, and one at 31,000"-— 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved to fix the termi- 
nation of these clerkships in July, 1843; which 
was withdrawn, after 25 had votedin the affirma- 
tive. 

The next item was as follows: 

“Inthe Fourth Auditor’s office, one clerk on the navy pension 
fund, at $1,000.” 

Mr. GILMER said there was no pretence that 
these clerks were required permanently; and there- 
fore he hoped the committee would, in each item, 
or in a general section, fix a limit to them. 

After a few words from Mr. J. R. INGER- 
SOLL, the item was passed over. 

The next item was as follows: 

“In the Fifth Auditor’s office, two clerks under the act of 7th 
July, 1838, at $1,000 each.” 

After a few words from Messrs. ADAMS and 
J. R. INGERSOLL, the item was passed over. 

The next item was as follows: 

“Inthe office of the Auditor for the Post Office Department, 


twe clerks at $1,400 each, seven clerks at $1,200 each, and 
two clei ks at $1,000 each.’’ 


This, on the motion of Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, 
was stricken out. 

Several other items in the Treasury Department, 
with brief explanations from Mr. J. R. INGER- 
SOLL, were passed over. 

The next items were in the War Department, 
the whole of which passed without discussion; as 
did, also, all the items in the Navy Depariment. 

An item in the Postmaster General’s Depart- 
ment was stricken out, provision having already 
been made in the bill which has been passed. 

The next items were for the Attorney General’s 
office, which passed with a brief explanation ; 
also a section making provision for a reporter 
of the cecisions of the United States Supreme 
Court, at a salary of $1,250. 

Sections 3, 4, and 5, were passed over with brief 
explanations. 

Section 6 legalized the offices and employments 
specified in the foregoing sections, until otherwise 
provided by law. 

Mr. GILMER renewed his suggestions on the 
necessity of fixing a limit for these employments; 
and he proposed to fix the “‘Ist of July, 1843, except 
where otherwise directed by this act.” 

After some remarks from Messrs. GILMER, J. 
R. INGERSOLL, and McKENNAN, 

Mr. FILLMORE suggested to the gentleman 
from Virginia to modify his motion, by inserting 
3d July, 1844, so as to bring it to the close of the 
first session of the next Congress. 

Mr. GILMER declining, the question was taken 
on his amendment, and it was rejected. 

Mr. GILMER then moved te limit the appro- 
priations to the 3d July, 1844; which motion was 
adopted. 

Mr. ADAMS called the attention of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania to the 28th section, legal- 
izing ‘he appointments of dragoman at Constan- 
tinople and consul at London. This he deemed 
unnecessary, as the Constitution itself was suffi- 
cient authority for them. 

Mr. J.R. INGERSOLL then moved to strike 
out the section, and to insert a proviso that the 
President shall not allow more than $2,000 a year 
io the dragoman at Constantinople, nor more than 
$2,000 a year to the consul at London. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON wished to call the at- 
tention of the committee to the fact that the con- 
suls at London and Paris were the only corsuls 
who received salaries; and he shou!d like to know 
why they should be paid salaries more than any 
other consuls? 

Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL observed tha 
the consuls to the Barbary powers were salaried 
officers. 

Mr. JOHNSON was not aware of that fact; but 
there might be good reasons for it, though he saw 
none why the consul at London should be paid 
more than the consul at Liverpool. He moved to 
strike out the appropriation for the consul at 
London, ‘*$2,000.” 
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Mr. ADAMS opposed the motion, and entered 
into ar explanation of the reasons why the consul 
should be paid; the principal of which was ihe on- 
erous duties devolviag on him, of attending to dis- 
tressed American seamen; a greater number of 
whom were collected in London than ia any part 
of the world. . . 


Mr. JOHNSON said that, rather than call for a || 


division, he would withdraw his motion; but he un- 
derstood that the fees of this efficer were from 
$8,000 to $10,000 a year. 

Mr. ADAMS said that the gentleman had been 
misinformed. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of South Carolina moved to 
amend the: 15th section, by inserting, after the 
word “paper,” a proviso, that hereafter no contract 
shall be made for paper gilded or ornamented with 
gold or silver. 
to effect much by this amendment; but his object 
was to oppose the moral influence of the example 
of Congress against that perverted public taste, by 
which so large a quantity of the precious metals 


were diverted from their legitimate purposes, to | 


be wasted in mere useless ornaments., 

On taking the question, Mr. Campsect’s motion 
was rejected. 

Mr. WHITE of Louisiana offered an amend- 
ment, making an appropriation for surveying in 
the State of Louisiana, $13,000; and, afier some 
remarks from Mr. W. in exp!anation and support 
of the amendment, it was adopted. 

Mr. W. B. CALHOUN asked an explanation 
in relation to the item of $22,628 17, for arrear- 
ages due for printing and blanks for the General 
Land Office. 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL explained the justice of | 


this item, and had a letter from the Commissioner 


of the General Land Office read, in order to show | 


how the account of Blair & Rives had accumulated. 
It appeared that this sum was for work done since 
1834, and not yet paid for; and, also, that Mr. 
Rives, one of the firm, had intimated a willingness 
to have the matter referred to arbitrators, to be 
composed of entirely disinterested individuals. 


The item was then passed over without farther | 


objection. 
Mr. E. D. WHITE then proposed an amexd- 
ment providing for the arrearages due to the clerks 


of the custom-house at New Orleans from 1832 to 
1837. 


Mr. HOLMES moved to extend it to the clerks | 


at Charleston, and, at the suggestion of Mr. IN- 
GERSOLL, extended his motion so as to include 
all other ports of entry. 

The amendmeat was rejected. 

Mr. W. GREEN then moved to strike out the 
items making appropriations for the expenses of 
the branch mint at Charlotte, North Carolina. 
He expressed himself in favor of abolishing these 
mints. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. W. GREEN then moved to strike out the 


appropriation for the mint at Dahlonega, Georgia. 
Rejected. 


Mr. HABERSHAM moved to increase the ap- | 


propriation for coinage and wastage of gold at 
Dahlonega, from $600 to $900. He gaveasa 
reason the great increase of gold coinage at that 
mint. Rejected. 

Mr. W. GREEN moved to strike out the ap- 
propriation for the mint at New Orleans. Re- 
jected. 


On motion of Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, the ap 
propriation of $6,000 for the purchase of a Jot 
adjacent to the Philadelphia mist was stricken 
out. 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL offered an amendment, 


making an appropriation for the payment of the | 


salary of the public gardener and the workmen em- 
ployed on the public grox ud>. 

Mr. STANLY objected that the salary and per- 
quisites of the public gardener were too hgh 

Mr. BOARDMAN defence the propesed appro- 
priation. 

Mr. BLACK replied, and contended that the 
sums expended on the public gardens and grounds 
were enormous and extravagant. He advocated 
a reduct on of the salaries, and the sums paid for 


Mr. C. said that be did not expect | 


| 

















| taking care ot the walks and plants around the 


Capitol. 

The appropriation was agreed to. 

Mr. SOARDMAN offered an amendment, ap- 
propriaung $9,000 to the consuuction of certain 
flues in the Capitol, and for a coal cellar: agreed 
to. 

Mr. BOARDMAN moved to add an item of 
$53,000 tor the purchase of the lots adjacent to the 
Post Office Department, and said to be necessary 
to the uses of the departmeni: rejected. 

Mr. BOARDMAN also offered an amendment 
appropriating $19,624 for the improvement and 
completion of certain rooms and corridors in the 
Treasury Department: agreed to. 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL moved to sirike out 
the first part of the 23d section, in relation to al- 
lowances to clerks for extra work, and the money 
paid for newspapers: agreed to. 

Mr. McKEON moved to strike out the item 
which appropriated $122.000 to the pay and mile- 
age of members of Congress, from 15th July to Ist 
September: rejected. 

Mr. G. DAVIS offered an amendment, in rela- 
tion to the expenditure of money for courts-martial; 
which was adopted. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved to reduce the 
appropriation for the pay of members of Congress 
$25,000. He believed that Congress would not 
adjourn, unless it was starved out. The effect of 
his amendment would be to produce an adjourn- 
ment about the 15th of August. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT moved to amend the item, 
by adding a proviso that no member should re- 
ceive any per diem allowance whatever, after the 
15th of August; and, secondly, that hereafter, at all 
sessions of Congress, no member should receive a 
greater sum than $5 per day after the fourth month 
of any session; not more than $3 per day after the 
fifth month; and no compensation whatever after 
the expiration of the sixth month, 

Mr. BOWNE contended that the latter part of 
the proposition was not in order, and was mere 
humbog. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT replied, amid great disorder 
and confusion. He said he had merely desired to 
express the sentimen's of his constituents, who 
were daily becoming more and more of the opinion 
that the members of Congress, instead of attending 
to the interests of their constituents, were employed 
in taking care of themselves—wasting the revenues 
of the Governmeni, by putting their hands deeper 
and deeper into the public treasury every day. 

His amendment was rejected, without a count. 

The question was then propounded upon the 
amendinent ef Mr. C. Jonnson, (reducing the ap- 
propriation $25,000,) and decided in the negative. 

Mr. ROBERK McCLELLAN moved to add to 
the bill a section appropriating $300 for a digest of 
patents; $1,000 for the purchase of books for the 
Patent Office; and $1,000 for the compilation of 
agricultural statistics: agreed to. 

Mr. GENTRY moved to strike out the enacting 
clause of the bill; and, on that motion, expressed a 
desire to speak an hour. 

The motion was ruled to be out of order, 

Mr. GENTRY then moved that the committee 
rise: rejected. 

Mr. G. then said he must proceed this evening; 
(it was now half-past 4 o’clock;) but yielded the 
floor to 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON, who moved that the 
committee rise. 

Upon taking the question, no quorum voted. 

The committee then rose and reported that fact 
to the House. 

A motion for an adjournment was made by Mr. 
BARTON; and the yeas and nays were progress- 
ing thereon, when 

Mr. GENTRY waived his right to speak in 
committee, withthe understandirg that he would 
have the floor in the House when the bil! came up. 

The House egain resolved itself into a Comm:t- 
teeof the Whole; and, aftera few moments spent 
therein, 

Mr. ATHERTON reported the bill from the 
committee, with the amendments agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON then made a strenuous, but in- 
effectual, effort to have the bill from the Senate, 


LE EAS 


entitled An act authorizing the settlement and 
payment of certain claims of the State of Alabama, 
taken out of the Commitice of the Whole, witha 
view to 1's Immediate passage. 

Oa motion of Mr. GENTRY, 

The House adjcurned. 





IN SENATE. 
Frivay, July 29, 1842. 

Mr. RIVES presented a peiition from Francis 
M. Lewis and Mary Neale, widows of Captain 
William Lewis and Lieut. Benj. J. Neale, (who 
were lost in the sloop-of-war Epervier, bearing the 
treaty of peace made by Commodore Decatur with 
the Dey of Algiers,) praying Congress to continue 
to them the navy pension which they have been in 
the receipt of since 1815, and which will be dis- 
continued io them atthe end of this year, without 
the interposition of Congress: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented documents giving 
additional information as to the practicability of 
the improvements made by James O'Connor in 
steam-boilers; which were referred to the Committee 
on Patents. 

On motion of Mr. GRAHAM, the Committee on 
Claims was discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the petitions oi Richard Harris and Nimrod 
Farrow, and Israel Ketchum, for compensation for 
work done for the United States. 

Mr. GRAHAM, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported back, without amendment, and with 
a recommendation that it do pass, the bill for the 
relief of Mary Prettyman. 

On motion of Mr. WHITE, the bill was consid- 
ered as in committee of the whole, reported to the 
Senate, and, having been engrossed, was, according 
to order, read the third time and passed. 


The joint resolution to provide for the reiaburse- 
ment to the treasury of the moneys expended here- 
after in extinguishing Indian titles, out of the 
proceeds oi the sales of the lands thus to be ac- 
quired, came up in its order—the question being 
on its reference to the Commitiee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. PHELPS said he fe't at liberty to remark 
on the reasoning of those who had spoken on the 
resolution yesterday, that this resolution would 
cause much more debate, and would operate the 
destruction of ali the business on the private ca’en- 
dar. He considered that it was a useless and ill- 
timed debate; and with that view he would move 
to lay the resolution on the tab!e. 

Mr. P., at the suggestion of Mr. SEVIER, 
modified his motion to one to postpone till te- 
morrow; which was agreed to. 

The bill for the relief of Esther Johnson, the 
widow of Colonel Jonas Jobnson, came up in its 
order, on a question of recommitment; but was 
postponed till to morrow. ; 

Mr. SEVIER, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported back, without amendment, House 
bills for the relief of John Ficod, and for the re- 
lief of Anselm Bailey. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, made au adverse report on the petition 
of Rebecca Brighi, the widow of Jacob Bright, for 
a pension—her husband having been lost while 
in the public service; which report was ordered to 
be printed. ; 

The follewing bills were taken up as in commit- 
tee of the whole, considered, reported to the Sen- 
ate, and, having been engrossed according to order, 
were read the third time, and passed, viz: 

The bill for the relief of William De Buys, 
postmaster at New Orleans. , 

The bill to authorize the construction of a depot 
for charts and instruments of ibe navy of the Uni- 
ted States. 

ENLISTMENTS (BLACK AND WHITE) 
AND THE HOOE CASE. 

The bill to regulate enlistments in the naval ser- 
vic: of the United States came up in its order, as 
in committee of the whole, on amendments from 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, ineluding enlist- 
men's in the marine corps. Tre amendments 
were agreed to. 


Mr. CALHOUN said, if he heard the bill cor- 
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rectly 1 read, it allowed of the enlistment of all fres |! 
persons, without distinction of color. He asked || 


the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BayarD] whether 
it{was intended to allow of the enlistment of free 
negroes and mula'toes? 

Mr. BAYARD replied, that the bill was not in- 

ended to encourage the enlistment of such as the 
ean r from South Carolina alluded to. I[t left 
the laws in that respect as they now stocd—that is, 
lefi the discretion to the proper department. He 
presumed that the Government were not going to 
order the enlistment cf negroes 

Mr. CALHOUN remarked, that the Senators 
would a!l remember the celebrated case of Hove, 
about which so much noise was made in the midst 
of the last Presidential campaign. A favorable 
opportunity was now offered to correct the ev | of 

nlisting negroes and mulattoes in the service of 
the United States. Ue asked the chairmen on 
Naval Affairs to amend ‘he bill, so as io except 1.-- 
groes and mulattoes from enlisiments, save for the 
ynurposes of cooks, servants, and stewards. He 
hoped the bill would be so altered as to read “free 
white men,” except for the objects indicated. 

Mr. BAYARD suggested that the Senator from 
South Carolina would accemplish the purpose he 
desired, by moving his amendment in the form in- 
dicated by him. He(Mr. B.) did not wish to be 
upderstood as accepting the amendment. He, 
however, desired that a vote of the Senate be taken 
upon it. 

Mr. CALHOUN moved an amendment to the 
effect that white men only should be enlisted, ex- 
cept tur cooks, servants, ond for which 
offices negroes or mulattoes might be employed. 
He demanded the yeas and nays on the amend- 
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ment; which were ordered. 
Mr. C. said they would all remember the Hooe 
case. From what transpired with reference to that 


case, the fact was obvious that it was wreng to 
bring negroes into the service of the United States, 
and place them in contact with the white man. 
It was wrong to bring those who have to sustain 
the honor and glory of the country down to a 
footing of the negro race—to be degraded by being 
mingled and mixed up with that inferior race. 

Mr. BAYARD said the case of Heoe, which the 
Senator alluded to, was a case of testimony alto- 
gether, which the department had full power to 
regulate; or it might be regulated by statute, 
if necessary. He would only say that, durivg the 
Revolutionary war, there were several in the ser- 
vice of the country, who served with great advan- 
tage to it, and proved themselves to be excellent 
seamen and brave and gallant men. 

He was not, therefore, disposed to introduce an 
exception, which would deprive ‘he Government 
of the service of these men, if it shonld be deemed 
hereafter necessary. So far as the Hooe case was 
concerned, he would repeat, that it was simply a 
case of admissibility of testimony, which the regu- 
lations of the depariment could reach, or which 
might be regulated by statute. 

Mr. CALHOUN :aid there was a deep preju- 
dice in every part of tbe Uaion, and in the South 
particularly, which makes a discrimination and 
distinction between the two races, and which ought 
to be respected. He was understood to say that 
the Southern States had long since taken measures 
to prevent the introduction of negroes into the sea- 
service. He spoke cf the delicate interests of the 
South with reference to this question, and of the 
circumstances which had transpired growing out 
of the policy of Great Britain, which rendered the 
exclusion of negroes from the service as one of 
the u'most importance. And although he was will- 
ing to admit that we have - in the service good 
black sailors; yet it was of more importance to 
respect the feelings of the ‘white sailors, and to 
prevent their degradation, than to retain those ne- 
groes, however well qualified to perform marine 
service. At all events, some respect ought to be 
had to a great portion of the Union, which was 
extremely sensitive upon the subject. 


Mr. TAPPAN could see no reason for adopting 
the amendment. He was not aware that the em- 
ployment of negroes in the public service had ever 
proved injurious to it. Then, why not leave the 
matter as it had stood heretofore? He saw no ne- 
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cessilty for a change ot ’ the laws in this respect. cl. Bal : 
on the cther hand, much injury might result to the 
service. It might be impossible to man our ves- 
sels of war in sudden emergencies, or in some pe 
culiar cases, unless officers were allowed the dis- 
cretion to employ negroes or muiattoes. Our na- 
tional vesse!s might be in a portion of the country 
where white seamen could not be procured, an“ 
nece sity might require the employment ef blacks. 
But he conceived, if the law was left as it now 
stood, that negroes and mulattoes would not be en- 
gaged if it conld be avoided. -No evil bad result- 
ed so far, and no evil was likely to result. 

Mr. PHELPS had his fears that the incorpora 
tion of the amendment in the bil! might prove detri- 
mental to the public service. During the late w 
ihe class now proposed to be excluded from 
y proved tu be of great service. He won! 
mention one instance. In 1814, when McDonoug! 
fitted out the fleet on Lake Champlain, he found i 
extremely diihcult to procure white seamen; and, 
on the cecasion of his splendid victory, the greater 
portion of the sailors under-bis command were 
black. If awarshouid again occur, it would be 
doubtless necessary, in fitting out our fleets, to re 
sort to the course pursued at that time, in this par- 
ticular; and he had no sort of doubt that the result 
of the action on the !akes would have been eatire- 
ly different from what it was, if the employment of 
of a moiley and speckled crew had been prohibited. 
We were indebted to this victory to the practice 
of introducing negroes on board of our armed 
ships. He thought that, if the amendment should 
prevail, it would injure the service, without inda- 
cisg a corresponding beneiit. It was doubtiess 
true that the department would preier white men; 
but, if they could not be procured, be could see a 
reason why the practice of the Government, as i! 
had been from the beginning, should not be cx atin- 
ued; and he saw ro reason why the service should 
suffer from the prejudices of a portion of the peo- 
ple of our country. If there should be any diffi- 
culty as io the compe tency of the colored sailors 
tor wiloe-ses, it would be a yubject to be settled bs 
the department, or by Congress; and it had no con 
nexioa whatever with the amendment now before 
ihe Senate. 

Mr. CALHOUN was understood to sa 
introduction of blacks into the service ein have 
occasioned an indisposition on the part of while 
sailors (who felt themselves degraded by an asso- 
Ciation Wiih negroes) to enter the service, both du 
ring the war and atthe preseat time. The very 
reason given, then, jor their employment—the 
scarcity of white sailors—might have occasicne 
the necessity for it. It was the natural consequence 
He said that, in some portions of the country, ne- 
groes were excluded from employment—white la- 
bor being preferred; and, should nothing be done 
to preveni the blacks from entering the navy, they 
would seek that kind of employment: and thu: 

would you throw mpon the negro race the proiec- 
tion of the national rights and the defence of the na- 
tional henor. He did hope that so important an 
arm of the national service would not only b 
placed in the keeping of freeiaen, but those bear- 
ing our own complexion—having the glory, an! 
honor, and interests of the country at heart. 

Mr. ARCHER remarked that it appeared to him 
that this was a smail matter; and he irusted that it 
would not be magnified into a greatone. Asma! 
number of blacks only would be excluded by the 
amendmen}; and, for that reason, as well as with a 
view to indalge the Senator from South Carolina, 
he would give to it dis support. 

Mr. BENTON would only say 
whether on land or water, ought to be borse by the 
white race ouly. ‘This was the firsi time ho ever 
heard that the black race carried aims. He was 
opposed to it, and was decidedly in favor of the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from South 
Carolina, [Mr. CaLuoun.] 

Mr. YOUNG said this was a question whether 
or not they would introduce in'o the navy, asa 
part of the material of the navy, negroes and color- 
ed persons. 

Mr. Y. was understood to be opposed to enacting 
any specific prohibition agaivst their employment, 
because the time might come, as heretofore hap- 
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pened, when it would be absolutely necessary to 


enlist some blacks into the service. He was in fa- 
vor of leaving it to ‘he discretion of the proper de- 
partment, as now, to employ as many as were 
absolutely necessary to the service, and wherever 
convenient to be employed. He was opposed to 
their enlistment; bet when it was necessary to have 
them, to let them simply be hired. He went 


against their enlistment in the army. 
Mr. BAYARD said there was no one more 
averse tv doing anything which would involve the 


feelings and prejudices of the South than he was. 
It seemed to him ‘hat the amendment involved a 
difficulty practically; if not so, he would not have 
opposed it. He did not believe, if the discretion 
were left to the department, that any more would 
be enlisted, except in cases of emergency, orto 
perform menial service. The yeas and nays had 
been demanded and ordered. Now, to put an end 
to the question, if the Senator from South Caroiina 
would withdraw the demand for the yeas and nays, 
he would consent to the amendment. 

Mr. SMITH of Connecticut considered the 
amendment an insult totwo or three of the Northern 
States, which had passed Jaws making it a penal 
oifence to draw a distinction between the character 
or contition of the blacks aud whites. Therefore, 
if the amendment was adoptec, it would be a great 
insult to those States. He said, in another of the 
Northern States, (Rhode Island,) it was found ne- 
cessary to raise a regiment of blacks to protect the 
people against those who were endeavoring to over- 
throw the charter Government of Charles II., and 
to secure to the mass of the people the right of suf- 
frage. This amendment would be very sure to 
give an insult to that State. 

Mr. CALHOUN had no desire to have an in- 
dividual expression of opinion of Senators; and, if 
itwas the understanding of the Senate that the 
amendment would be adopted, be would withdraw 


the call for the yeas and nays. 


Mr. BAYARD said the amendment would be 
arreed to, if the yeas and nays were not called; and 
he hoped the Senate would consent to its adoption. 

Mr. CALHOUN said, with that understanding, 
he withdrew the call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CLAYTON objected to the amendment. He 
was willing to indulge the feelings of Senators on 
ordinary occasions; but he could not exienu that in- 
dulgence so far as to affect the interest of the pub- 
lic service. Since the commencement of this Gov- 
ernment, negroes and mulattoes bad been enlist- 
ed in tue service cf tae United States--during the 
Rey enonney war, and eversince. Many of the 
Were now parily manned by them; and they 
prove to be efficient sailors, 

ln connexion with the circumstance alladed to 
by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. PHexes] on 
the lakes, he remarked, that he bad been told by the 
commander of the Wasp, that a great proportion of 
the sailors weie negrues when that vessel captured 
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the exemy’s vessels. That officer told him ihathe 
had not better or more gallant men ou board. 
Why, then, shall we alier the law? If you want 


iuem as food for powder, they will certainly ight 
as weil as the white men—they are as strong and 
active. They might get along in time of peace 
without them; bui, as sure as the country goes to 
war, they would have to repeal the law, and take 
negroes into the service. He hoped the amendment 
would not prevail. 

Mr. BAGBY said, if the object was to have 
blacks in the service in time of war, let it be so 
excepied in the bill. But let the Senator look to 
what condition sucha poling reduces one portion 
of the nation. ‘I'he South have now to resort 
to pronibitory means to keep arms out of their 
hands, and to prevent their acquiring a knowledge 
ot the use of them; bui here it is proposed to re- 
ceive ilem into the eervice, and to train them to the 
use of aitas. ‘There was no necessity for their em- 
ployment, even as food for powder. There were 
plenty of brave white men able and willing, dur- 
ing the Revolution, to defend the country; and there 
are more ready and willing now to give their lives 
to preserve the rights, interests, and honor of their 
country. He could not, therefore, consent to, the 
employment of the negro race in any situation 
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where it Was Decessary to pul arms in their hends. 
Our secarity forbdids it, 

He thought that someihing was due to public 
feeling and public sentiment in olber seetions of the 
Union, but more was due to the delicate interests 
in the section from which he came. It was a sub- 
ject on which every Southern man should feel a 
great solicitude. We are not yet so very degraded, 
so reduced to the necessity of employing those 
whom the policy of the country compels to be 
kept in subjection, to fight the battles of the coun- 
try. if the nation could not sustain itself in time 
of war without the aid of the African race, then 
the condition of the white freemen of the country 
must be fallen indeed since the period in which 
thev obtained their independence, without any 
such aid. He hoped the amendmeat would be 
adopted; if not, that the yeas and nays would be 
tazen. 

Mr. WOODBURY said, as the yeas and nays 
were not withdrawn, he wished to explain why he 
would vote in favor of the amendment. Mr. W., 
afier alluding to the feclings in the North touching 
the negro race, said, as to their political rights 
there, he would ask whether, by the law regulaung 
the militia service, they are allowed to be trained 
io bear arms; or, whether they are ever appointed 
militia officers? Nosuch thing. Are they allowed 
to sit on juries there, and aid in the adayaistratioa 
of justice? No. They were only employed in the 
merchant service occasionally. Such is the feel- 
ing between the white laborers towards them, that 
you could noiretain a white domestic, if he have 
to be seated with ibe negrces. Such was the feel- 
ing ia New Hampshire, so far as he had been made 
acquainied. In time of war, when ail the great 
ivundations of society are in jeupardy, war makes 
its own rules, as it did in the Revolution. All 
unite to protect a common interest. War makes 
its own rules, asitd.d in Rhode I[sland, to make 
use of the negroes to pat down the whites, who 
were striking for suffrage. 

Mr. TAPPAN believed the Senator from New 
Hampshire was correct when he asserted that they 
were employed as servants. There was no instance 
of biacks ever being enlisted in the marine corps; 
then why the necessity of passing a law to pro- 
hibit it? Why prevent them being used on any or 
all occasions when their Service is indispensable? 
He was no! in favor of fixing a prohibition. The 
officers migat be placed in a position where it 
might be necessary to empioy negroes. It might 
be necessary to fi! out some expedition in a hurry; 
and the vessel not being fuily manned, and to ob- 
tain whiie sailors b-ing impossible, a resort would 
have to be made to negro sailors. 

Mr. BAYARD suggested to Mr. CaLHoun to 
except negroes for servaats also; and the sagges- 
tion was agreed to. 

Mr. SIMMONS said it was suggested by the 
Senator from Connecticut that a resort was made 
to a regiment of negroes in Rhode Island, to defend 
the constitution against the Suffrage party. He 
denied such to be the case; but said that a number 
of negroes in Providence voluateered themselves to 
defend the property of that place from the torch of 
the incendiary, which it was apprehended would 
be apolied. 

Mr. BAGBY made some farther remarks on the 
peculiar importance of this question as touching 
Southern institutions, and ia favor of a positive 
enaciment to prevent the negro race from being 
iastructed by the Federal Gaveinnient in the art of 
war. 

Mr. PHELPS offered some further arguments 
azainst the amendment. 

4r, SMITH of Connecticat made some further 
remarks, a'gaiog that, if the employment of ne- 
giovs tad any tendency at all, it would he to de- 
ersde the white sailor. Taney were sufliciently 
degraded by the tendency of the laws, as now en- 
acted and adminisiered, without causing them to 
be mingled with the negro race. He then adveried 
te the illiberal and anti-democratic policy of not 
permiting ‘he white sailor in the United States 
service to be placed in a line of promotion for 
meritorious conduct. He would rather see that 
altered. 

The amendment of Mr. Catnoun, prohibiting 
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tue enlistment of negroes in the naval and marine 
service, except as servants, stewards, and ccoks, 
was adupted, on yeas and nays, by the following 
vote, viz: 

YEA*S—Messrs. Allen, Archer, Bagby, Barrow, Bayard, 
Benton. Berrien, Calhoun, Conrad, Cuthbert, Fulton, Graham, 
King, Linn, Mangum, Preston, Rives, Sevier, Smith of Con- 
necticut, Sturgeon, Walker, Wilcox, Woodbury, and Young— 


24. 
NAYS—Messrs. Bates, Choate, Clayton, Crafts, Dayton, 
Evans, Miller, Phelps, Portcr, Simmons, Smith of Indiana, 
Sprague, Tappan, White, Wilitams, and Woodbridge—16, 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, and the 
amendments of the committee of the whole were 
concuired in. 

Mr. PRESTON moved an antendment probibit- 
ing the enlistment of negroes in the army; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. CUTHBERT desired to have some expla- 
nation of the bill. He thought that, before fixing 
any policy permanently, a full knowledge of its ob- 
jects and tendency should be known. 

Mr. BAYARD explained the bill—one provision 
of which was te punish those who entice men to 
leave the service, or harbor them; and allows the 
officers recruiting to administer the oath, instead of 
resorting to a magistrate. 

Mr. WILLIAMS was understood, in further ex- 
plaiving the bill, to say that it was, in some meas- 
ure, todo away with the practice of wresting, by 
habeas corpus, from the service of the Govern- 
ment, certain classes of persons who enlist for the 
bounty, and afierwards try by that ‘resort to get 
clear. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


On motion of Mr. EVANS, the revenue bil] 
was taken up, and its consideration, in committee 
of the whole, was resumed; the question pending 
being on Mr. CaLHoun’s amencmentto the Fmance 
Commitiee’s amendmeni, which was to reduce the 
duty on imported cotton-bagging, or its substitute, 
from 5 cents to 34 cents per square yard; Mr. Ca.- 
HOWN’s proposition being to substitute 2 cents per 
square yarc. 

Mr. MOREHEAD, being entiiled to the floor, 
addressed the Senate at considerable length; and, 
in the course of his remarks, observed that no one 
was more desirous than he was to preserve the 
kindly feelings which have so long subsisted be- 
tween the Western States and the South. 

It had been contended by the Senator from 
South Carolina, that the duty proposed by the bill, 
on cotton-bagging, would be entirely prohibitory; 
and, consequently, not for revenue, but for exclu- 
sive protection. For this reason, and with a view 
of making the duty one of revenue alone, he had 
proposed a reduction of the duty to 2 cents per 
square yard. 


But this was a bill prepared by the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means in the other 
House, on a proposition and report of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury himself, with a single eye to 
the production of revenue. It was not, therefore, 
a proposition of any friend of the home interest, 
or the manufacturers of bagging in Kentucky. It 
came from the Secretary of the Treasury. He it 
was who had proposed 5 cents per square yard as 
a daty for revenue; and it was so adopted by the 
Cemmittee of Ways and Means, and so viewed 
by the Finance Comauiiiee. 

Assuming the cotton bagging, er its substitute, 
imported, at three millions of square yards, the 
duty heretofore exisiing would amount to $104,000, 
at 34 cen's per square yard. The proposition of 
the Secretary of the Treasury was to inerzase the 
duty 14 cent per square yard, with a view of in- 
creasing the revenue $45,000, and thereby raisinz 
from tbat article of consumption $149,000. This 
was its purpose; and how, ‘hen, could it be viewed 
as a duty for nrotection? 

With regard to the declaration of his colleague, 
yesterday—'hat, without further protection, the 





manufacturing establishments of the West, en- 
gaged in the bagzing busine-s, must go down—he 
felt bound to say that be folly concurred in that 
opinion. Regarding it, then, as a question of rev. 
enue, in the adjustment of which it was neces- 
sary to give incidental protection, he did not know 


807 


‘a more jegitimate occasion for exercising tha’ wise 
discretion. By encouraging and protecting th:> ic- 
terest, a great national interest is also encourage t 
and protected. This paramount interest of Ken- 
tucky and Misseuri was one which, if upheld, 
would, in a very short time, furnish to the South an 
ariicle at a price so much lower, that the South 
would have reason to be well satistied. 

As to the duty of 2 cents, which it is said would 
be but 20 per cent., all must see 1t would be wholly 
inefficient for either revenue or incider,‘al protec- 
tion. If arate of duty of 20 per cent.Noe adopted 
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on all the Jeading articles imported, a necessity 
would be created adverse to the true principles of 
the compromise act, which never centemplated a 
resort to direct taxes; and, to keep down duties to 
that rate, (20 per cent.,) under such circumstances 
as the present, would be to render direct taxes in- 
evitable. 


Mr. BAGBY considered the conclusion irresis'i- 
ble—that this was a duty for protection, and not 
for revenue. This was deducible not only from 
the remarks of the Senator who had just sat down; 
but from the admissions of his colleague yesterday, 
if the fact were not otherwise too palpable to de- 
ceive any one. He was opposed to protection in 
all its forms, whether it was called direct protec- 
tion, or incidental protection. Where is the dif- 
ference between a direct duty to exclude impor- 
tation, and so laying a tariff as to reduce imports 
and diminish the sources of revenue, for the sake 
of encouraging home manufactures? It could be 
only in the degree. The country had noi yet 
reached that climax of stupidity, in which it could 
believe that to tax the people heavily is to pro- 
mote their prosperity. Lock atthe petitions and 
memorials under which the tables of Congress are 
groaning, and ask from what quarters ‘o they 
come. Isit from the South? Not at all. They 
all come from Northern and Eastern manufac- 
turers; and their object in calling for incidenta! pro- 
tection is very well understood. As the Senator 
from South Carolina (Mr. Preston} very jusily 
remarked yesterday, it is bad enough for them, 
in their application, to try to debauch our un- 
derstanding; but it is worse to attempt to pick our 
pockets, under the guise of doing us no harm. To 
come to the simple question at last: if an ar- 
ticle is taxed to such extent as to raise up a home 
interest, which is to supersede the importation of 
an article heretofore supplying revenue? does it not 
amount toa direct prohibition? and is it not as 
much express protection, as if it were called such, 
instead of incidental protection? 

He did not speak with disrespect of the great 
staple of Kentucky and Missouri—hemp; for he 
knew the value of that staple in a national point 
of view. But if it came to a question whether the 
interests of a very few individuals in those States 
should predominate over the great and all-import- 
ant interests of the South—that interest which had 
become the great staple of the whole country— 
he could not hesitate in the decision he should 
come to. 

The Senators from Kentucky had declared that 
the bagging factories in the West were in a sinking 
condition; and that, witheut this protection, they 
must irretrievably go down. Who does not see in 
this the full admission of the whole principle of 
protection? This duty of 5 cents is to be given for 
their protection, or they perish. Then it is not for 
revenue the duty is demanded, but to protect the 
interest which the 23 or 24 manufacturers of Ken- 
tucky have in the manufacture of hemp bagging. 
It can only be by excluding that which is a source 
of revenue that they can be benefited; and the ob- 
ject is to benefit them; therefore it is antagonist to 
an object of revenue. 

Is there no source of industry but that of man- 
ufactures? Is there no iadustry among the farmers 
and planters and laborers of the country? Are 
they looking for protection to build up or encourage 
their Jabors? Do they ask to be encauraged by 
centributions levied for the purpose, in taxation on 
other classes of industry? No such thing. The 
ebject is to throw the manile of protection, which 
this Government affords, over the mercantile capi- 
tal of the country, at the expense of the agricul- 
paral industry of the country. 
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It is said that the consumer is to suffer nothing 
by this duty—tbat it will not increase the price. 
If so, how is it to benefit the manufacturer? If he 
is not to reap some benefit, what is the meaning of 
incidental protectiou? Who benefits by it, if the 
manufacturer does not? If nobody benefits by it, 
what is its use? 

There is not an article, from ihe greatest to the 
smallest—frem the size of a bale of goods to the 
size of the point of a pin—that protection is not 
sought for. 

If the grass of India is better for him, and more 
conducive to a pianter’s prosperity than Kentucky 
hemp, why should he be prevented from making 
his election between them? itis his inherent right 
as an American freeman. That man was deserv- 
edly accounted a philosopher who said that he who 
makes two biades of grass grow where only one 
grew before, is a greater benefactor to the hu:ran 
race than he who builds up empires by the con- 
quest of his fellow-man. But where would be the 
advantage of carrying out this great truth, if laws 
wele to be passed prohibiting the use of the second 
blade of grass, and restricting consumption to the 
one? 

Who is to benefit by this protection?—(and Le 
cared not whether it was called direct or inci- 
dental)—-who but the capitalist? and noi the la- 
berer. ‘Tne effect of such a system of protection 
is to be this: a combination between the manufac- 
turers and the politicians—the operation of the 
capital of the country on the politics of the coun- 
try. Tue halls of this Capitol are to be crowded 
with speculators; and nothing can follow but 
intrigue and corruption. He spoke propheti- 
cally, and not with any design of saying that 
such have been the motives ia which this bill 
originated. He did not impugn the motives of 
those who advocated the measure; he only meant 
to point their attention to the inevitable ten- 
dency and certain results of the system of policy 
into which they had been seduced. There is not 
a dollar in the treasury; the Senate refused to 
take up a simple bill of revenue, lately proposed by 
the Senator from New Hampshire, for the purpose 
of rendering more secure the income of the Gov- 
ernment; yet, with an empty treasury—a treasury, 
the income of which is considered by the advocates 
of this bill as insecure, instead of legislating for 
revenue, the whole of their argument is in favor of 
throwing open the doors of the treasury, for the ex- 
haustion of its means, in the protection of a favored 
class. Gentlemen should retlect that they have a 
long, dark, hopeless vista before them. Do they 
think those who pay the taxes, when they see 
the treasury thus impoverished, will sustain such a 
career? Will they be satisfied with the perverse- 
ness with which the distribution of three millions 
of the public revenue is adhered to, in such a con- 
dition of the treasury as now exists! 


The longer they think upon the subject, the more 
thoroughly they will be convinced that the only 
constitutional ground that can be taken iu refer- 
ence to these measures of distribution and taxation 
is that which their opponents stand upon. 

Mr. CALHOUN said it must, he believed, be 
admitted, even by the ddvocates of the highest 
rate of duty upon coiton-bagging, that, if that duty 
were reduced to twe cents, it would not have the 
effect of prohibiting the manufacture of the ar- 
tiele, and giving a market to the foreign article. 

This being admitted, he was prepared to show 
that this could not be a bill for revenue. He 
would prove it by a very simple process. There 
would be eleven millions of yards of cotton-bag- 
ging required to put up the cotton crop. If it be 
taxed, then, at the rate of two cents a vard, the 
duty will amount to $220,000. Can you (said Mr. 
Catnoun) procure this amount of revenue by a 
duty of five cents? I will prove that you cannot. 
And I will take for this purpose the documents 
which were produced by the Senator from Maine 
yesterday,*but which he produced for a very differ- 
ent purpose. In 1840 there were but three mil- 
lions of yards of cotton-bagging imported. Now 
three millions of yards, at five cents, will give 
$150,000; which is $70,000 less than would be 
produced by a rate of two cents upon eleven 
millions. In 1840 the duty was not five cents; 
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it was somewhere about three cents—certainly 
not exceeding three and a half cents. Yet, in 
that year, all the cotton-bagging used was of 
home manufacture, except about three mil- 
lions of yards; giving to the domestic articlea 
market equal to adout seven millions of yards. 
Raise the rate of duty, then, and what will 
be the result? It will have the effect of complete 
exclusion. Instead of having three millions of 
yards imported, there will probably not be more 
than two millions; and. upon that two nmrillions, 
you will receive $100,009. But, if you reduce the 
duty to two cents, what will be the result? Tae 
importation will be much greater, and your reve- 
nue will be greater. 

There is one principle by which you may test 
wheiher this be a bill for revenue or for protec- 
tion. Itis this: when you increase the rate of duty 
so high as to exclude the article, or, at the least, to 
diminish the amount of importation, 1t must be for 
protection. Here isa rule which may be depend- 
ed on; it cannot be got over: Raise the duty so 
high as to diminish the amount of importa- 
tion, it must be for positive and direct protec- 
tion, and nothing else. I have shown that a duty 
of three cents a yard had the effect, in 1840, of 
keeping out all but about three millions of yards. 
You diminish your revenue, then, and yet you say 
your object is to raise revenue, and that alone. 
How is this to be reconcilec? But I do not end 
here. While you bring into the treasury but 
$150,000, you, at the same time, impose a charge 
upon the cotton-planters equal to $660,000; and 
this I show by the argument of the Senator from 
Kentucky himself. Here is an amount of up- 
wards of $500,000 annihilated—a greater snm 
than you bring into the treasury by your duty. Is 
it notclear, then, that the bill is intended more for 
protection than for revenue? 


Mr. CRITTENDEN had but very little practi- 
cal knowledge of the subject of the manufacture of 
Kentucky bagging, and had merely made his state- 
ment from inforiaation. He had quoted the price 
of bagging yesterday from a Louisville paper at 16 
cents. He now held in his haad a New Orleans 
paper, in the price current of which he found the 


price quoted at frem 13 to 15 cents for cash, and~ 


15 to 17 ceats on time. Tiere seems to be a re- 
markable difference between the price in Louis- 
ville and New Orleans. He had, however, only 
stated the facts, and left it to the Senate to reason 
upon them. He had also stated the fact, which he 
had learned, that the bagging manufactures in 
Kentucky vere in a very languishing condition; 
and that, without some encouragement, they must 
go down. He left this fact, too, as stated, to be 
reasoned upon as gentlemen pleased. He could 
not, however, help thinking that the condition of 
these factories was like that so aptly illustrated by 
the Senator from Rhode Island, when he said i' re- 
minded him of a barrel, the hoops of which were 
taken off, and the staves were all falling to 
pieces. 

He had heard it pressed yesterday, by the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina, (Mr. Preston,] and re- 
iterated by the Senator from Alabama, [Mr. Bacsy,} 
to-day—perhaps it was said only jocularly, and he 
would therefore take it as such—that the argnu- 
ments in support of incidental prohibition savored 
very much of an intention to debauch gentlemen’s 
understandings, for the purpose of picking their 
pockets. But, according to their own account, the 
geutlemen’s pockets are empty; and he could not, 
therefore, see what was to be picked from them. 

Mr. C. entered at some length into the subject of 
incidental protection, with a view of showing that 
itcould be done without diminution of revenue. 

He had yesterday stated, from MecCuilloch’s 
Dictionary, that gunny-bag cloth could be pur- 
chased in Bengal at 2centsa yard. But more re- 
cent information had been placed in bis hancs this 
moraing, from which he learned tha! a better kind 
was now made to meet this mavke!, the price of 
which in Benga! is from 6 to Scents. Then, taking 
the ave-ige at 7, and adding 5 for duty, the price in 
Charleston wouid be 12 cents. 

Mr. KING said it would be more, as the square 
yard would have to be calculated for the duty: the 
price would be 14 cents. 











3Mr. C. proceeded to say that he did not know 
whether it was the running yard or square yard. 
He only stated such information as he had done, 
leaving it te other gentlemen to make their calcu- 
lations as they pleaved. 

Here, then, it was evident the duty added would 
sull leave the foreign bagging at a price less than 
the Keniucky bacging can be afforded at. How, 
then, could it be said that this duty was a prohibi- 
tory duty? 

He next adverte! to the arguments of the Sena- 
tor from Alabama, (Mr. Baasy,] that no protection, 
either incidental or direct, should be given to home 
manufacture; and he was sorry to find that the 
arguments of the Senator from South Carolina 
near him, {Mr. Paxston,] who spoke yesterday, 
tended to the same doctrine; but he would only 
contrast with their opinions, the opinions of Mr. 
Madison and the great men of his day, as well as 
the opinion cf every President of the United States 
from the beginning of the Government down to 
the present day, including General Jackson and 
Mr. Van Buren. The incidental protection of 
American industry had never been denied as a 
legitimate exercise of constitutional power by any 
grea! siatesman connected with public affairs. It 
was ureless now to attempt to Set up any counter- 
doctrine. 

He had read yesterday, from information fur- 
nished to bim, that the price of Scotch bagging at 
Dundee was sevenpence, being equal to 15 cents 
here; and a duty of Scents on that price is 334 
per cent.; which is below the average duty of this 
bill, as the Senator from South Carolina estimates 
this average. Is not that a duty for revenue? Is 
it any more protection than the duty on any other 
article? 

Mr. BAGBY interposed to say that his proposi- 
tion was, that this bill ought to be for revenue 
alone, and not for protec'ion, direct or incidental. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN resumed. He asked if 
gentlemen had to bear a burden, and which they 
could net help bearing, and their neighbors had to 
bear it too, and if it pressed more heavily, through 
accident or otherwise, upon their neighbors than 
on themselves, why should they mourn or com- 
plain if, in the laying on of the burden on their 
neighbors, it was done in sueh a way as to relieve 
them from exiraordinaty pressure? All had still 
to bear the burden; and to relieve one does not in- 
crease the burden of the other. The Government 
takes ali that can be levied for the treasury; but if, 
in doing it, the manufacturers of Kentucky can be 
encouraged, why should they not be encouraged? 
He did not, in advocating the interests of the bag- 
ging manufacturers of Kentucky, stand here as 
the mere solicitor of a small and sectional interest. 
The principie which he maintained was general, 
and applied to American industry all over the 
Union; and that he would at all times be ready to 
support. 

Mr. KING said he was aware that the Senate 
was already fatigued with this discussion; and he 
would therefore say very little, and that little he 
would have forborne to say, were it not that he 
thought his friend from Kentucky had taken an 
erroneous view of the subject. He (Mir. Kina) 
was in favor of a fair system of duty for revenue; 
and he had no hesitation in saying that he was in 
favor of so adjusting that duty, as to give inciden- 
ial protection to domestic manufactures. He had 
no hesitation, living in the part of the country 
he did, to avow here, that while he would not 
Jay duties for protection alone, yet, when the 
wants of the treasury demanded it, while laying 
duties for revenue, Operating upon the con- 
sumption of the whole country equally, he would 
do it in such a way as to give incidental 
protection to every branch of industry. He 
hoped, then, that he should at least be exempt 
from the charge made by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, that those who were opposed to a high rate 
of duty were enemies to the encouragement of do- 
aestic industry, and were willing to see it broken 
down and destroyed. The subject was under con- 
sideration as long ago as 1816; and what was the 
course then pursued by the Nerth, South, East, and 
West? The duties were so arranged as to bring 
into the treasury the largest possible amount, and 


at the same time to discriminate in such a manner 

as to protect the manufacturer against the compe- 
tition which an influx of foreigs articles would oc- 
casion. It was at thai time, while be (Mr. Itina) 
was in favor of such a system, that le was reluc- 
tantly compelled to vote against the bill, in conse- 
quence of his disapproval of the minimum rate 
of duty fixed by the bill. What was the ra'e 
of duty then Jaid upon this article in toat bill— 
a bill looking for revenue? It was 20 per cent. ad 
valorem; and they had gone upon this sysiem until 
1824, when a new act was passed; and new inter- 
ests having sprung up, and become enlisted in the 
effort to procure an act not so much for revenue 
as for protection, and the rate of duty upon coiton- 
bagging was then made 34 cents a yard. That 
was the minimum; and, under this system, so a 
were the profits, that manufac: uring establist »meni 

continued to increase. They al! knew what was 
the feeling in 1828. More protection was then the 
cry; and, through the itfluence of the protective 
principle, without reierence to revenue at all,a 
duty was imposed higher than any man at this day 
could pretend to justify. The duty upon this ar- 
ticle was then raised to 5 cents per yard; but they 
were told that the necessity for so high a rate 
would cease in a few years, and that it would be 
reduced to a low rate—a rate snflicient for reve- 
hue, and revenue alone. 


By the tariff bill of 1832, it was brought down 
to three cents and ahalf a yard: and why was it 
so brought down? Because, as the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means then said—and 
said truly—the manufacturers of that article had 
then got hold of the market; that they were en- 
abled to manufacture it on such termsas would ex- 
clude the foreign article. Now the proposition 
was to increase te duty again to five cents. And 
why? Had Kentucky failed to find a markei? No 
one would preiend to say that she does not drive 
out every competitor, even while demanding four 
or five cents more a yard than was paid for that 
furnished by Dundee He would ask Senators, 
then, what was the object which they had in view? 
Was it protection that they desired? Protection 
was not required. Woy, then, should they be so 
anxious to impose a tax which did not benefit them 
one cent? He (Mr. K.) did not agree with gen- 
tlemen that the imposition of this daty would put 
that amount of money in the pockets of the manu- 
facturers. Wie did not desire to relieve his portion 
of the country from their fair and just proportion 
of the burden of furnishing revenue for the Gov- 
ernment. He should continue to act upon the prin- 
ciple with which he had set out. 

They were to!d that the necessity for a higher 
duty arose from the manufacture of a new article, 
which supplied the place of cotion bagging, viz: 
gunny-cloih. But, in the first place, the article 
was of inferior quality. His own experience had 
proved this; and he knew, a'so, that the planters 
in his State, generally, gave the preference to the 
Scotch bagging. 

As revenue must be furnished, and as, no doubt, 
large quantities of bagging would be brought into this 
country, let the Senator follow up his owe proposi- 
tion, and fix the duty at 30, cr even 334 per cent. 
ad valorem, 2 and there w< uld be no very strong ob- 
jection even on this sideof the house. “They were 
disposed to go to such a rafe of duty as would 
bring the greatest amount of revenue into the 
treasury; but if a sufficient quantity could not be 
furnished at home, without raising the duty to an 
exorbitant rate, it would be necessary to bring it 
from abroad. 

The proposition was, that the imposition of duties 
would not have the effec: of enhancing the price 
of the article. But we were placed in circumstasces 
which rendered it necessary to procure a large rev- 
enve. And even though it should bear somewhat 
oppres>ively on his portion of the country, yet he 
would not, on that account, resist it. He had risen 
simply to state that, while he was willing to give 
his support to the proposition, he must, neverthe- 
less, protest against making a distinction, and lay- 
ing high duties upon particular articles. Gentle- 
men ought not to push this matier toex'remes. They 
should look to the report of the committee of the 
House of Representatives, rather than to the rec- 
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ommendation of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
He (Mr. Kine) placed much greater reliance on 
| the judgment ot the Committee on Manufactures 
of the House, than upon the Senate commitiee. 

Mr. RIVES addressed the Senate at considera- 
ble length. In the course of his remarks 
served that, while he was in favor of free trade in 
the general, he was opposed to the breaking down 
of any institutions which had grown up under a 
cifferent system. If, therefore, he could, in the 
pursuit of the main object cf revenue, without im- 
pairing that object, give incidental pretection to 
the industry of the country, he would doit. But 
he was nd uncompromisingly opposed to 
anything in the nature of prohibit ory duties. This 
_ of five cents per square yard on imported 

agging, he looked upon as a most flagrant in- 
tance of prohibitory duty. He could not con- 
ecive a more palpable violation of the compromise 
act. 

While the Kentucky manufactures were strug- 
gling toobtain this upjast duty, they would force the 
cotton growers to the necessity of turning their at- 
tention to the manufacturing of a cheaper fabric 
cut of the refuse cotton of their own plantations. 
These Kentucky manufaciurers, in tbe end, would 
find that they had destroyed their own business, 
instead of having procured the protection and en- 
couragement which they expected. Such must 
ever be the consequence of pushing things of this 
nature toextremes. He conceived the interests of 
both the manufaciurcrs and the cotton-planters 
would be best consulted by coming to some com- 
promise. That which he would suggest would be 
to agree upon a duty of 3 cents per square yard. 

He thought all the duties proposed in this bill by 
far too high. He should feel himself always bound 
to jook to existing interests with what favor he 
could; but his great object would be to raise from 
duties the greatest amount of revenue—yielding 
such incidental protection as would keep those 
branches of industry from going down which the 
voluntary legislation of Congress had heretofore 
built up. 

Believing the compromise act to have been one 
of the most salutary and peace-establishing cem- 
promises ever made, he was in favor of adhering 
to it in the true national spirit which had been so 
nobly evinced by the gentlemen of the South in 
this body to-day. He agreed with the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. Kina] in the sentimenis he had so 
well expressed on this subject. He a.ked the S: 
ators from the North and East if they did not feel 
themselves bound to come forward and meet this 
spirit with reciprocal magnanimity. Ought they 

all to meet on one common gronnd of patriot- 
ism, and adjust this bill for the benefit of the 
country y? 

He a!luded to an expression thrown out the other 
day by the Senator from Rhode Island, [Mr. Sim- 
Mons, ] concerning rumors that anything done with 
respect to this measure would be unavailing. But 
of this he knew nothing; he had vowed that he 
wowld know nothing of that nature in advance. 
But he called upon those who had it in their power 
to insure its adoptioa, to come forward on the pres- 
ent occasion, and give to the country that peace 
which is so much needed and demanded. Is this 
not a moment to justify the ca!!? He had been in- 
duced, by the strong feelings he entertained on this 
subject, to endeavor to arouse that spirit of patri- 
otism which he had su long regretted to see slum- 
bering. The noble sentiments of his friend from 
Alabama [Mr. Kina} had inspired him with hopes 
which he bad not dared to indulge for many a day, 
that some common ground of compromise and con- 
cession would be adopted for settling this great 
measure. Hecould not approve of the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from South Caroli- 
na; and, if tbat were rejected, he would himself 
move an amendment , which would conform to the 
compromise of 1832. He would prefer 3 cents per 

quard yard; but, 1 necessary, would go as far 
as 34. 

Mr. CALHOUN male a few remarks in expla- 
nation, not distinctly heard. 

r. SIMMONS explained that the reductions 
under the compromise act, to 1840, did not bring 
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down the three and a half cents duty of the act of 
1332 more than two mi!ls in the square yard. 

Mr. WOODBURY observed that the tariff of 
1823 did not impose more than four cents per 
square yard—not coming up to the five cents pro- 
posed by this act. He showed, by a reference to 
mary items of this bill, that it was more directly a 
bill of protecti n ei the act of 1828. In faet, 
this bill was grounded on the act of 1828. The 
minimum, he adnaitted, was not so high; but, in 
many instances, tke maximum was much higher. 
The duty on tea aud coffee was lower; but teh 
reason was, that there was nothing to be protected. 
When specific duties are considered, it must be 
recollected that the value of the articles is lower 
than it was in 1824 or 1828. Another thing to 
be considered was, that, when the valueisy to be 
cement i the commissions are added in this act, 
thongh excluded in former tariffs. 

The declared value and official value of British 
articles were then the same; but the real value now 
was only half the official value. This was the re- 
sult of a stale of peace. Ele showed the effect on 
bagging. The failin value has grown out of the 
competition. While this bill is holding itself out 
as a bill for revenue, it is, in reality, more a bill for 
protection than the acts of 1824 or 1828; and, at 
the same time, it affects to favor agriculture, by 
putting a farcical duty on cheese, and butter, and 
afew other things never imported, and the duty 
on which can have litle or no effect as duties for 
revenue. The whole duty on butter is not more 
than $700; and on lard, the whole amount of duty 
for the United States will be the enormous sum of 
one dollar! Everybody can see that it is al! hum- 
bug. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, in reply to the Senator 
from New Hampshire, remarked, that the Senator 
looked upon the aci of 1828 as an act of abomina- 
tions. It was a bill he says, for protection, and 
not for revenue. Yet, on that bill he voted in the 
yeas and nays against the opponents of the meas- 
ure. He was now the gentleman who infers odi- 
um on this bill, by drawing down upon it theodium 
attached to that act. 

At the date of the compromise act, the duty on 
cotton-bagging was three anda half cents. The 
duties of that act exceeding 20 per cent. were to 
be reduced by biennial instalmenis. He would 
ask the Senator, was this duty of three and a half 
cenis to be reduced under that rule? He believed 
the duty of three and a half cents was never con- 
sidered more than 20 per cent. on the article of 
bagging. The Senator admits that the average 
daties of this bill exceed 30 percent. If an in- 
creaced fovenne, to meet the increased demands on 
the treasury, be necessary, why should not the duty 
on Gageing be raised, as well as that on the other arti- 

. He reveried to the letter he had read yesterday, 
uae that seven pence was the price of Scotch 
bagging at Dundee—equal to fifteen cents here. 
That does not add th2 cost of charges, nor does it 
take into account the difference between the square 
yard and running yard; but let the one go against 
the other. 

Mr. CALHOUN 
price of 1842. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN continued: It was the aver- 
age of ten years. He read the statement again. 
It quoted the price of 1842 at six and a half 
pence, 

Mr. WOODBURY explained that in 1828 he 
had denovoced the whole tariff bill from the start, 
and had voted against its passage. When it was 
under discussion, he had, no doubt, for some partic- 
ular reasons then existing, voted on some of the 
ameadments—he believed that in relation to wool- 
lens was One—against some of the opponents of the 
specific duties. 

Toe duty on cotton-b*gging now proposed, is 
actually 60 percent. If it was necessary to go 
above 29 per cent., he would prefer the horizontal 
scale, because he was opposed to any favoritism. 
He firmiy believed that 25 per cent. of horizontal 
daty would produce more revenue than the duties 
of this bill, ranging from 30 to 100 or 150 per 
cent. 

Mr. WALKER wished to mention one fact. 
The duties proposed by this bill were vastly higher 
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than they were under the act 
cash duly was to‘be added, which the Committers 
on Manufactures esti be equal to five per 


cent.; by adding which to the rate impo-ed by | 


nated to 


bill, it would make the duty n 
greater than un/er the former jaw. 


Mr. CUTHBERT said he only desired to make 


one statement in } ton to ihe 


inty 15 ner cent. 


condition of the 


cotton business in this country. Everybody wa 
aware that it wa xire ! 


2S 1; and he 


trasted, on that ground, bis New Eog'and friends 
would be dispose diobea liit'e more 


A 


, 
aepres 


rbear NZ io- 
werds the South. It was through tie industry, 
and enterprise, and ingenuity of his Ea-'een friends, 
thatthe East Iadia article was to be manufsctu 

Hopes might, theref 
ticle would come in 


i 


re, be enicrtaived that the are 
a cheap rate. 

A crop of fifiy es, of 350 pouads each, wa 

considered a lars. ip; the gross proceeds of 

which were about 917 50 per bale. 


~ 


rom to 
¢ 


be deducted the charges incurred in the preparation 


i 


must 


c 


for the market, and conveyanee for ihe bagzing, 
rope, storage, &c.-—makine in al! aboutsix dollars 
and a half; leaving tre net proceeds $ili per bale. 
Multiply this by 50, and you have the whole pro- 
ceeds Of a colton crop, amounting to only $550. 
Out of this, the planter had to pay his taxes, clothe 
his slaves, and pay the various expenses of his 
Plantation. The profits, then, were reduced almost to 
nothing. I[n all sensibl> legislation, regard should 
be had to the condition of the particular branch of 
this trade which was the subjectof that legislation; 
nnd this was the present condition of the co ton-plant- 
ers. Was this a time, then, when they were war- 
rantelin imposing this new barden upon them? 
Mr. SEVIER moved au adjournment. 
Objection being made, a division was called for; 
and the count was ayer 21, noes 14. 
So, at five o'clock, without the question on the 
peading amendment beng talen 
The Senate adjoui 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, July 29, 1842. 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL, irom the Committee on 
the Judiciary, reporied a bill to change the time of 
holding the district courts in the western district of 
Virginia, and for other purposes. 

Pue bill was read three times, and passed with- 
oul Objection; immediaieiy afier which— 

Mr. STEENROD said be desired to move a re- 
consideraii u of the vote by which the bill was 
passed, in order to adda providing for 
holding acoart at Wheeliog, ia addition to those 


S“ecudh, 


5 sa : , 

aife acy hela ai olaci p aces. 
ae : 1 a . 
Uoncicerable debate ensued, in which Messrs. 


STEENROD, HARRIS, SUMMERS, and HOP- 
KINS took part. 
reconsidered, al 
Ceived. 

The previous question having been moved by 
Mr. HOPKINS, and sustained by the House, the 
amendment of Mr. S. was rejected. 


The bill was then pa-sed, 


By general consent, the vo'e was 
i Wir. STE«NROD’S aimendment re- 


The seveial stancing committees were then 


called on for reports, 
Mr. COWEN, irom the Committee of Claims, 
reported Senate bill No. 92, with amendmenis: 1e- 
ferred to the Commitiee of the Whole House. 

Mr. CASEY, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reporied Senate (iil No. 245. Reada third 
time and passed. 

‘Mr C. also repor 
red to the Committee of th: 

Mr. GENTRY reported 


selerred to th 


ted Senate bill No. 246: refer- 
Whole House. 
Senate bill No. 258: 
Commitee of the Whoie House. 
Mr. WuliTé of Idiana reported Senate 
N>. 240: ch Committee of 
the Wil 
A bill for the relief of John G. Rockway was 
read a third time and passed. 
Mr. ROOSEVELT, from the Commi.tee on the 
Jadiciars , reported Senate bull No. 218—a bill au- 


as reierrcd tot 


thoriz nz Acomp:omise with the sureiies of Samuel 
Swartwovt. Mr. R. said the Government would 
save $25 000 by the speedy passage of the bill. 

Mr. PROFFIT wished to debate it; and the bill 
was, therefore, referred to the Commitice of the 


[ 1828, because the 
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Mr. HALL made sundry teporie irom ine Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsyivania, from the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affa rs, Mace a frenvo;r', «cc 
panied by certain resolutions in relation to the let- 
er ot the Sccretary of War, deeiiiiog toeaswer a 
ioucring th 

{ upon the 
Jue okee Indians. He moved that the report aud 
resoluuicus be printed. 

Messrs. IRWIN and PROFFIT called fo: the 
reading of the report and resolutions; which were 
read by the Clerk. 

The report concluded with the fo'lowing reoo.a- 


tions: 


call from the House fer informasioa 
frauds alleged to Lave been committ 


Fa) 


Reso'ved, That the House of Representatives has a right to 
lem from the Executive such information as may be 1n his 
i, relating to subject f the deliberations of the !Touse, 

il Within the sy reo! iegiumate powers. 

Resolved, That the reports and facts called for by the House 
of Representatives, hy its 1 utionof the Tsth ultimo, related 
tosu s of its deliberations, and were within ile sphere of its 
citimate powers, and should have been communicated: There- 
fore, 

Res leed, That the Presi 


t i 4 > v0 SommMul 


at of the United States be request- 

ise icated to this House the several reports 
lately made to the Department of War by Licutenaat Colonel 
Hitchcock, relative to the affairs ot the Cherokee Ludians, to- 
gether with all information communicate! by him concerning 
the frauds he was charged to investigate; uiso all facts in the 
possession of the Executive, trom any source, relating to the 


Mr. GWIN asked if the question was debatable, 
as he had some remarks which he desired to sub- 
mit. He was willing, however, to postpone his 
remarks to any other ume, if the whole should go 

ver. 

Toe SPEAKER reminded the gentlem:n from 
Mississippi [Mr. Gwin] that the gentleman from 
Penusyivania had moved the previous question. 

Mr. PROF’ IT, Mr. BOWNE, and others, in- 
quired when the previous question had been moved; 
for, on their side of the House, it had not been 
heard. 

Some conversation ensued between Mr. JAMES 
COOPER, Mr. WELLER, Mr. TURNEY, and 
the SPEAKER. 

Mr. J. COOPER then withdrew his motion for 
the previous question, and moved that the resola- 
tion be adopted. He explained the necessity for 
ihe disposal of this question, as the Committee on 
Indian Affairs could not discharge a dety which 
had been committed to them, without the aid of ithe 
injoimation which these papers contained. He 


| again moved the adoption of the resolution, and 


the printing of the report; and on this he moved 
the previous question. 

Mr. PROFFIT complained of the course which 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania was pursuing. 
He was censuring a high officer of the Govern 
meni, and, by the previous question, would cut off 
every exp'anation or justificazon. He moved to 
lay the whole su! ject on the table; and on ihat he 
called for the yeas and nays. He denounced the 
proceeding as scandalous. 

Mr. J. COOPER rose repeatedly, and attempted 
to make some explanation. 

Mr. PROFFIT, at each attempt, called him to 
order, and refused to allow him to say a werd, un- 
less the same right could be extended to others. 

Tae yeas and nays were then crdered; and, being 
taken, resulted thus—yeas 58, nays LOL. 

So the House refused to jay on the table. 

The quesiion recurred on the previcus question, 
which was seconded. 

Tue question, “Shall the main question be now 
put?” was taken by tellers, who reported 72 in the 
affirmative, and 59 in the negative. 

So the maia question was ordered. 

A division having been catled, the first question 
was on the priativg of the report and resolution. 

Mr. PROFFITT called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and resulted as follows: Yeas 
92, nays 67. 

Mr. PROFFIT cai/ed for the orders of the day. 

M:. COWEN moved ihat the Hease go into 
Commiuitee ot the Whole. 

Mr. J. COOPER said, by general consent, he 
was Willing (hat the prev:ous question on the re- 
maining branch of his motion shoeld be with- 
drawn. 

‘Yne SPEAKER aunounced that the mornirg 
bour had expired. 


Ne nore aaa 


Mr. COWEN renewed his motion to go into 
Committee ef the Whole—tbis beins private bill 
day. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD obtained permission to in- 
troduce two bilis, which were read twice and eom- 
mitted. The first was a bill to provide for keep- 
ing the accounts of earnings in the penitentiary of 
ihe District of Columbia; and the second was a 
bill to provide for furnishing materials for the 
same penitentiary. 

Mr. COWEN renewed his motion. 

M-. J. R. INGERSOLL hoped the Howse 
would agree to take up and dispose of the bill 
which was passed through the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union yesterday. 

The SPEAKER informed the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, that if the House should vote down 
the motion of the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. 
Cowen,] he could make his motion to take up the 
bill to which he alluded. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL hoped, then, the mo- 
tion would be voted down. 

The House then refused to agree to the motion 
of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. {. D. JONES made adverse reports on the 
petitions of Oliver Keith, Sampson Hamilton, Rob- 
ert Griguor, William Kellar, John Allen, and 
Danie! Palmer. 

‘The SPEAKER presented the memorial of 
Wiliiam G. Burgess, administrator of R. C. Ray- 
land, deceased, of Tallahassee, in Florida, in re- 
lation to a claim against the Government. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of War, in answer to a resolu- 
tion of the House of the 23d instant, requiring each 
item of Indian corn and sugar-cane, and the sum 
paid, with each iiem allowed, under the act of the 
9th June, 1840, for the relief of General D. L. 
Cliach. 


Mr. COWEN renevred his motion that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole, 
for the purpose of taking up the private calendar. 
Mr. C. adverted to the little time during this ses- 
sion that had been devoted to the consideration of 
private bills, urged the great and pressing wants of 
the claimants, and earnestly hoped that this day 
and to-morrow would be set apart for the consid- 
eration of their claims. Mr. C. called for the 
yeas and nays on his motion. 

Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL observed that 
the bill which had been reported from the Commit- 
tee of the Whole yesterday, and which should come 
up regularly to-day, [the contingent appropriation 
bill,] contained a great many private claims of 
great importance, and equally deserving of the 
consideration of tue House. The committee acted 
yesterday with great industry, and abortively if the 
motion of the genileman prevailed. 

On the question o{ ordering the yeas and nays, 
(Mr. COWEN having called for teller,) Messrs. 
Cowen and Smits of Virginia were chosen; who, 
in counting, reporied 37 ayes—a sufficient num- 
ber. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered and taken, 
resulting in—yeas 100, nays 58. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole, (Mr. Smirx of Virginia in 
the chair,) and con-idered the following bills: 

The bill for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of William D. Cheever, deceased. 

After a discussion in which Messrs COWEN, 
FILLMORE, WISE, and CAVE JOHNSON 
took part, the farther consideration of the bill was 
postponed for the present. 

A bill for ihe relief of W. Holt, of Beaver 
county, Pennsylivaaia, was read, and laid aside, to 
be reported without amendment. 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Nimblet was dis- 
cusse! by Messrs. UNDERWOOD, HOPKINS, 
MALLORY, and EVERECT. 

Oa motion of Mr. MALLORY, the bill was laid 
asid-, to be reporied to the House, with a recom- 
mendation thai it be rejected. 

A bil! for the relief of Isaac Jnstice was diseussed 
by Messrs. MALLORY, JONES, ARNOLD, and 
SPRIGG. 

Ox motion of Mr. MALLORY, it was laid aside, 
to be reporied to the House, with a recommenda- 
tion that it be rejected. 
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A bill to provide for the payment of the passage 
of Geueral Lafayette from France: to the United 
States, in the year 1824, was opposed by Mr. AY- 
CRIGG. 

On motion of Mr. COWEN, it was laid aside, 
and its consideration, for the presen', postponed. 

A bi'l for the relief of the widow and childrea of 
Benjamin W. Hopkins, deceased, was taken up, 
and the report of the Committee of Ciaims read. 

Mr. PARMENTER explained the nature of the 
claim; and was fo!iowed by Messrs TOMLINSON 
and EVERETDT: laid aside, to be reported. 

The bill for the relief of Michael Sullivan was 
next taken up, and discussed hy Messrs. GOODE 
of Ohio, COWEN, UNDERWOOD, MOORE, and 
MEDILL, but withont eoming to any decision. 

On motion of Mr. GiDDINGS, the committee 
rose, and 

The House adjourned. 





IN SENATE. 
Saturpay, Jaly 30, 1842. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented the proceedings 
ot a meeting held in the iown of Westbrook, New 
York, in favor of a protective tarifl: ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. T. also presented a qemorial from Charles- 
town, Massachusetts, praying Congress to repeal 
the drawback or bounty on spirits distilled from 
molasses: ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. T. also presented ihe petition of the officers 
and clerks attached to the custom-house at New 
York, praying that the portion of the revenue bill 
now pending before the Senate, which requires that 
no compensation shall be paid to persons employed 
in the collection of revenue unti! their accounts 
shall have been audited at the Treasury Depart- 
ment, may not receive the sanction of Congress, as 
it would put them to great inconvenience, might 
cause snffering, and would result in no corres poad- 
ing good to the Government: ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. LINN presented a petition from 335 citi- 
zens of Si. Louis, Missouri, sugeesting the proprie- 
ty of Government purchasing trom Capt. H. M, 
Shreve his patent-right for the snag-boat; beliey- 
ing itdueto the West, and to Capt. Shreve, that 
the invention should become pabtic property. Al- 
so, that ample eppropriations should be made, 
without delay, o enab'e the proper department of 
the Governmen! to cause operations to be com- 
menced with the snag-borts in the Mississippi and 
Arkansas rivers, where the accumulation of snags, 
since the snag-boats have been lying id'e for want 
of means to work them, has been so great as to 
cause the loss of boats and cargoes worth many 
hundred thousand dollars: ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. TAPPAN prevented a memorial from citi- 
zens of the town of Mount Pleasant, in Harrison 
county, Onio, praying that Congress will establish 
a permanent protective tar ff, particularly to give 
protection on the articles of wool, silk, cotton, and 
iron: ordered to lie on the Sabie. 

Mr. PHELPS, from the Commitiee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, made adverse reports on the peti- 
tion of John Markle, in behalf of the children ct 
Charles Markle; and on the petitions of Robert 
Dickerson, an’ the heirs of Jobn Grundy, praying 
an apprepriation of land to satisfy land warrants 
issued for military services; which renorts were or- 
dered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. TAPPAN gave notice thathe wwuld, at the 
proper time, move to amend the tariff bill, by the 
addition of the following; waica was read, and or- 
dered to be printed: 

And be it further enacted, That whenever the President 
of the United S:ates shall receive satisfactory evidence that the 
corn, flour, and salted provisions, exported from the United 
States in vessels owned by citizens of the United States, are ad- 
mitted free of duty into the several ports of any European 
state or kingdom, he shall make proclamation thereof to the 
people of the United States; and thereupon, aiter the expiration 
of three months from the date of such proclamation, the duties 
imposed by this act upon all articles the growth or manutac- 
ture of such state or kingdom admitting such corn, flour, or 
salted provisions free of duty, so far as the same exceeded 21) 


per cent. ad valorem, shall be thenceforth chargeable with a 
duty of 20 per cent. ad valorem, and no more. 


The joint resolution to provide for the reimburse- 
ment to the treasury ef the moueys expended here- 
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after in extinguishing Indian titles out 
ceeds of th@sales of the lands thus to be acquired 
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t its order--the question being on its 
reference to the C »mmittee on Public Lands. 
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Cn motion of Mr. WHITE, the resolution was 
16: : : ' 
aid on the table for the present. 

On motion of Mr. LINN, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested 
to send to the Senate a statement showing the ainval amounts 
appropriated ( ress Siuce 1835 to satisfy private claims. 


Mr. WALICER gave notice that he would, on 
Monday next, ask leave to jatroduce a bill to con- 
form the naturalization laws to what they were un- 
der the administration of Washington. 

House bil entiiled An act making an appropri- 
ation (oO supply the deficiency in the navy pension 
fund, came up in its order, as in commitvee of the 
whole. 

Mr. CHOAYVE moved to amend the bill, to the 
effect that the widows or children of scamen 
marines who are now deceased, shall receive the 
pensions to which said seamen and marines were 
entitled under existing laws. 

Mr. CHOATE desired that the amendment 
should be printed. He was not prepared to debate 
it to-day. 

On motion of Mr. ARCHER, the bill was then 
postponed till Monday, and the amendment or- 
dered to be printed. 

The following resolution, submitted on Thurs- 
day by Mr. Youne, was taken up; and, being 
amended, on the metions of Messrs. SMITH of 
Indiana, aad YOUNG, was considered and adopi- 


Vi 


ea: 

Resolved, That Secretary of the Treasury be directed to 
communicate to the Senate, at the commencement of the next 
session of Vongress, a statement, in a condensed form, as far as 
the same can be done, exhibiting — 


Ist. The estimated quantity of land in each State and Terri- 





lic land in each State and Territory 
| . : 
veen ex 








to which the inguished, and the quanu- 
ty to which the lacian Utle has not been extinguished. 
3d. ‘Tie quantity of surveyed aud unsurveyed land in each 

eand Territory, stating the quantity of unsurveyed land in 
each Survey eneral’s district, and the quantity of land in 
each siate or Territory not included in any land district, and 
the estiinated quantity of public lands not within the States or 
organized ‘Territories. 

iin. The number of acres of the public lands sold from the 
earliest period of the sales up to the present period, and the 
amount of money received from such sales during the same 
time, distinguishing the amount reserved from the sales in 
each State and Territory in each year, and stating the gross 
quantity unsold in each land district j 

5th. Tne quantity of land apart for Indian tribes up to 
the present period, designating the name of each tribe, and 
the separate quantity set apart for each. 

6th. The amount of money,as near as can be ascertained, 
which has been paid by the United States in the extinguish 
ment of lodian utles up to the present period. 

7th. The several amounts of money secured to be paid to 
any of the Indian tribes, as annulus, and the duration of such 
auiuities respectively. 

sth. The amount lavested in stocks by the United Sta 
Indian account, the names ¢ 















fthe tribesfor which such invest- 
ments were made; the nature of the stocks; the conditions 
upon whiehihey were purchased; and the times and manner 

i Which the interest accruing upon such stocks is paid to the 
tribes entitied to the same. 

9th. The amount paid for surveying the public lands, and 
the total amount paid for selling the seme, as far as can be 
ascertained, upto the present period, including the expenses 
of the General Land Office. 

iO:h, The amounts paid in the purchase of Louisiana and 
Florida, stated separately, with the interest paid on the pur 
chase money In each case, and the estimated quantity of Jand 
acquired by said purchases respectively. 

llth. The amounts paid to any of the States in consequence 
of a sale or cersion of their waste lands to the United States: 
and the amount paid in the extinguishment of private claims 
tu the lands thus sold or ceded. 

(2th. The quantity of land in each State pateated on account 
of military bounties for services rendered during | 
with Great Britain < 

i3.h. The uwumber of unsatisfied claims on the same account, 
and the quantity of land required to satisfy the same. 

l4th. The amountof land scrip issued on account of the 
State of Virginia, in consequence of the cession of her waste 
lands to the United States for military services rendered by her 
citizens during the revoluuonary war. " 

15th. The amount of scrip required to liquidate the unsatis- 
fied claims on the same account, as far a3 the same can be ascer- 
tained at the department. 

16th. The granis 
Territories, fi 





he late war 





of lands made to the several States and 
nthe earliest period upto the present time, and 
tne purposes for which such grants were made: and in what 
cases, and to what extent, in making such grants, 
sections were reserved to the United States; 2nd in those cases, 
to what quantity and to what price was the minimum increased 
to such alternate sections; and also what quantity of public 
lands have been gianted to institutions, companies, and individ- 
uals, by special acts of Congress. 

i7th. The names of States by which cessions of waste and 
other lands were made to the United States; the dates of such 
cessions; the terms and conditions on which the same were 
made, and the quantity of land reserved by such States res- 
pectively, or for their benefit, from the lands thus ceded to the 
Untied States 








alternate 
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of States and 
by the purchases of Louisiana 
tes of explanation as may be deemed 
necessary to a proper undersianding ot the same 


Oa motion of Mr. BENTON, the bill to provide 
for the armed settlement of a portion of Florida 
was taken up; the question being on concurring 
vith the Hous» in their amendments to the bill. 

Mr. B. said the commi'tee had considered the 
substitute ot the House for the bill, and recom- 
mended that the Senate concur therein. 

Mr. SMITH of Inciana said that when the bill 
was formerly before the Senate, it assumed a mili- 
lary character, as the tile indicate! —being a bill 
for the armed occupation of Florida. As it passed 
the Senate, he voted for it, though reluctantly, be- 
cause it contains! some provisions to which he was 
opposed. The bill, as it has been returned from the 
House, assumed entirely a new shape and character. 
It presented itself now simply as a bill granting a 
donation of 200 000 acres cf land to settlers, with- 
out any consideration whatever. The scters, if 
they get there and choose to protect themselves, 
will be entitled to the land, The bill, as it now 
stood, was without a pretext for the settlers to pro- 
tect the citizens of Fiorida. If the bill passed,*it 
would reqnire additional regiments to protect the 
people of Florida. If it was intended to grant pre- 
emptions, it should go to the Commiitee on the 
Public Lands to be examined; for he maintained 
that, as a bill of sucha character, there was not 
a shadow of pretext for its passage. So unguard- 
ed are its provisions, that it wold have the effect to 
fi'l ihe Territory with lawsuits. He hoped the 
Senate would not concur in the substitute. The 
settlers, as the bill stood, were even author- 
ized to seitle down and take the whole of 
the school lands; to which he was opposed, as 
he had been when the bill bore the military flag. 
Conceiving the bill to be a bounty upon settlements, 
not even requiring ihe settlers to protect them- 
selves; but giving 200,000 acres of land, without 
any consideration whatever, except that the settlers 
shall keep themselves from bring shot, he could 
not give it his sanction, and would move to refer 
it to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. YOUNG suggesied to the chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs (Mr. Benton] 
whether there was any provision to save from dep- 
redation the live-oak timber. He understood that 
there was a great deal there; and, unless there was 
some restriction, it would be carried away. 

fir. BENTON was understocd to say that 
he general law sufficiently guarded the timber; 
that, by such law, an agent was appointed, at 
a salary of about two thousand dollars per ane 
uum, to protect the timber of the Government; 
aud that it was not necessary to multiply provisions 
o: jaw tor that purpose. Ii was the people who 
used vessc!*, who commutied depreda ions upon the 
timber, and not those who plough the soil—such 
es this bili authorized to go there. He gave his 
opinion fiiteen years ago: that for every cubic foot 
of timber, i! would cost the Government a cubic 
fovt of silver. Such was his opinion still. Mr. 
B. was understood to say that the Commitiee on 
Military Affairs did not entirely coneur with the 
House in its amendmen}; but, as the pa.sage of the 
bill was a matier of some moment, and they were 
Wiliing to put itin operation a: it was, and try how it 
would work fora year or two, they therefore, recom- 
mended aconcurrence. Sv faras the objection of the 
Senator from fadiana [Mr. Smirat to the bill went— 
that these settlers would nol give a consideration for 
the land, and were not compeiied to fight—the 
would only say that those people who settie there 
will have to fight for allthe land they get by the 
bil They wiil not look to the provisions of the 
bi'l to sea whether they ought to fight, when their 
homes were invaded, but would repel their assail- 
ants. 

Mr. WHITE said the proposition was a very 
important one; that it had not been printed; and he 
would be g!ad to have an opportunity to examine 
its provisions, and therefore moved to postpone it 
iill Monday. 

The question was put, and decided in the affirm- 
ative—yeas 21, nays 19. 

Engrossed bill entitled An act to regulate enlist- 


1Sth. The States aad Territories, or parts 
Territories, comprehended 
and Florida, with such n 
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ments in the s army, navy, and marine corp*, was 
taken up and read the third time and passed. 

House bill eatitled An act for the relief of Jos 
F. Calwel!, having been returned from _ the 
House, with a vote disagreeing to the amendime 
of the Senate, was, on motion of Mr. LINN, com 
miiied to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

The bill tor the relief of the Steamboat Company 
of Nantucket, was considered as in committe ot 
the whole, reporied to the Senate, and, having be hn 
engrossed, was read the third time and pa se 

House bill entitled Aa act for the retief o a, 
iel M. Hughes, Charles Shipman, an Jol 1 Hen 
dersen, (United States Senaior,) was next iaken up 
as in committee of the whoje. This bill involved 
aciaim of some $19 000. Ii was a case ol tres- 
pass committed by 5,000 Creek Indians while they 
were in the charge of an officer of the United 
States, whe was conducting them to their new 
homes. Ii seems that these Indians encamped on 
the lands of the individuals named in the bill, and 
used some of the timber for fuel and for building 
huts. Tne owners estimate the damage done to their 
premi-es by such irespass at $500 or $600 per acre. 
Fhe committee who had the subject in charge re- 
jected the valuations assumed by the owners, and 
reporied a bill authoriziag the Secretary of the 
Treasury io ascertain the intrinsic value of the 
timber destroyed, and to pay the same out of any 
money in the treasury no! otherwise appropriated. 

Messrs. KING, CALHOUN, SEVIER, and 
YOUNG, thought the damages per acre set up 
were most extraordinary. They were opposed to 
the passage of the bill, without more specific infor- 
mation. ‘They believed the term “‘iatrinsic value” 
was ioe indefini‘e; and that, in allowing the c'aim, the 
owners should be paid for the trees—not as shade 
or ornamental trees, butas timber. They believed, 
if a precedent were set ‘by the passage of this bill, 
claims of similar character, and as loosely founded 

would be pouring in upon Con gress. 


Messsr. GKALIAM and CONRAD advocated 
the bill as it was, and arpued that, if the trees 
were estimated according to their intrinsic value, 
as the bill authorized, the claimants would not get 
enough as an inducement to take testimony in 
support of their claim. 

Mr. YOUNG moved so to amend the Dill as to 
give Congress a check over the amount of the ap- 
propriation, by authorizing an investigation of the 
damages done by the trespass, and a report of the 
amount assessed to satisfy the same tu be made to 
Congress al its next session. 

The question was pat on this amendment, and 
it was rejecte¢c—ryes 20, noes 20. 

Mr. CALHOUN, to make the bill more speci fie, 
moved to amend it so that the trees cut down 
should be paid for according to the'r value for 
fire use and for building wood huts. 

This amendment was rejected on a count—ayes 
18, noes 20. 

The question now beeg on 
be engrossed for a third reading, 

Mr. CALHOUN demanded the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and, the question being pat, 
it resulted in the aflirmative—yeas 24, nays17. 

The bill was then read the third time, and 


passed. 
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THE NAVY BILL. 

Mr. EVANS, from the committee of conference 
on the disagrecing votes of the two Houses on the 
navy appropriation bill, re pared i that the conferees 
of the two Houses bad agreed to recommend to 
their respective Houses as follow 

That the Senate recede from its amendment to the 
proviso of the Hoase, being the second amend- 
ment of the Senate to said bill, and agree to said 
provisc, amended to read as follows: 

Provided, Tat, until otherwise o 


rdered by Congress, the 
officers of the navy shall not be increased beyond the number 
of the respective grades that were in the service on the Ist 
day of January, 1512; nor shall there be any further appoint. 
meat of itidshipmen unttt the numberin the’ ervice be reduced 


i 


to the number that were in the service on the Istof Janu ary, 
1811, beyond which they shall not be received until the further 
order of Congress. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the House (which amendment 
proposed that the Secretary of the Treasury should 
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not appl y the $100,000 O ine cousuuction of a 


1} Pes ae oe 
fl allng- dock at B CoBIyn, Ne W Y ‘ rk, uniess he 
} > 
Was tatisiicd ihal li! Would suceeed,) tu ine fourth 
amendment of the Senate, and agree to said 
: = o sha T2 rte 
a nauien: Qi 12 Li00 in fh ft: 

“Aud if any pari o 3 appropriation be expended 
upon the Goustrection a floating dock as hereby author 
ized, the construction of the dry-dock shall be suspended un- 
ul the further order of Congress;”’ 


and that the House coacur in the said amendment 
of the S Senate. 

‘The question was put on agreeing to the report 
of the committee of conference; and it was car- 
ried in the affirmative. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. EVANS having caiied for the resumption 
of the vnfinished business of yesterday— 

Tae bill “to provide revenue froin imports, and 

» change and modify existing laws imposing cu- 
lies on imports, and for other purposes,” wastaken 
up, as in committee of the whole; the question 
pencing being on Mr. Catnoun’s modified amend- 
ment to the Finance Commitice’s amendment, 
which was to changee the duty on ce. tton-bagging 
from 5 cents to 34 cents per square j yard; Mr. Cat- 
HOUN’s first proposition being to substitute 2 cents 
for 34, but modified subsequently to a proposition 
to make the duty on cotton-bagging, or other im- 
ported substitute, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

On this amendment to the amendment, Mr. C. 
had yesterday called for the yeas and nays; which 
were then ordered. 

Mr. SEVIER said the State which he represent- 
ed being as deeply as any in the Union interested 
in this question, he would offer a few observations 
upon the subject of this (as he considered) exorbi- 
tant duty. ‘Toe duty had been heretofore very 
high, and it was now proposed to make itstili high- 
er; and he (Mr. Sevier) was called upon, for him- 
self and his constituents, {o submit to an exorbitant 
tax, for the benefit of a particular portion of the 
Union. There was certainly no partof the Uni- 
ted States, for the benefit of which he would be 
more willing to submit to such a tax than for the 
State of Kentucky. From the circumstance that 
he found the bill so warmly advocated by the Sen- 
ators from that Siate, he would have supposed that 
the whole State was interested, and that the whole 
was to be benefited; but, from his own kuowledge 
of thatS aie, he was aware that the manufacture 
of the article of cotton-bagging was contined to a 
small part of the Siate—to a few counties near 
Lexington; and all ihe remainine part of the 
State would necessarily be taxed for the benefit of 
a few manufacturers residing in those counties. 
The corn exported from Kentucky—and it form- 
ed a staple article of export—was almost en- 
tircly put up in this description of bagging. The 
larger portion of the State, then, was to be sub- 
jected to an enormous tax, for the benefit of a small 
portion of the same State. He confessed he might 
be wrong in the opinion he had formed, because 
it was not usual to fin d Senators disposed to assent, 
on the part of the S ates they represent, to that 
which they considered burdensome; and it was 
wiih some surprise, therefore, that he observed the 
Senators from ludiana and Illinois disposed to 
support this exorbitant tax; although those States 
exported largely the staple article, corn; and, in 
doirg so, made use extensively of the article of 
cotton-bagging. In what way were they to be 
benetited by such a tax? Those Siates export 
nothing but corn and stock; and the corn they put 
upin that very cotton-bagging. They had seen 
instances where imposition was pracused by the 
factories in the Sate of Kentucky; they had 
seea the > price of this very article ra'sed, ia the 
space of a few days, from fifteen or twenty 
to thir rty-five centsayard. He (Mr. S.) had paid 
thirty-five cents a yard, two yeais ago, for this 
very begging. Was that anything like a reason- 
able rrice, at a time like thai? The crops were 
¢ utage of this tax was 
confined to a jew individu ss, And it was pe: ‘ect- 
ly evident that the amount of the tax won'd be 
so much added to the cost of the article. There 
could be no mistake about this. Much had been 
said about protection. The whole of this bill, 
from beginning to end, wasa bill for protection; 
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and revenue was but a secondary object. A greet 
number of articles included ia the bill were taxed 
io prohibition; and this bagging was one of them, 
In regard to protection, he (Mr. 8.) bad but one 
word tosay. Heab mina‘ed the principle in any 
shape—hbe cared not whether it were called direct 
or incidental. What cid they mean by incidental 
protection? If it were that protection which was 
derived from taxes laid for revenue, be it so; but 
he was averse to li, even in this shape. He was 
opposed to protection, either direct or indirect, con- 
sidered as protection per se. tie was averse to be- 
ing taxed for ihe benefit of his neighbors. It was 
notright. It was not according to the command, 
which says, ‘“Thou shalt not covet thy neighbor’s 
goods.” ‘There was no honesty in it. It was ta- 
king from the pcckets of one, to put into the pock- 
ets of another. They might just as well take 
what he had by force, as by this particular legisla- 
tion. 

Ihis being a bill, then, for protection, as he con- 
ceived, and not for revenue, be could not give it 
his support. 

He was also very much against what were called 
specific duties. He was willing to raise any amount 
of revenue by taxation which the wants of the 
Government might require. Fix upon twenty-five 
per ceat., thirty per cam!., or what you please. The 
products of the West and the South have been 
sinking in value, and will go much lower. And 
here is a bill proposing to place a burden upon one 
section of the Union, for the advantage of another 
and a smaller section. He (Mr. S.) would not 
vote forany such bill, whether they had revenue or 
not. Ifthe manuiacturers of cotton bagging could 
noi live by their employment without having this 
tax imposed fur their protection, it was time they 
should stop; he was not willing to tax his constitu- 
ents $70,000 ior their benefit. There was one 
other part of the bill to which he would advert; it 
was that which related to home valuation. There 
was something in the nameof “home” that he very 
much admired. If duties were to be levied, he 
was for ascertaining their value athome; but, if he 
understood the subject at all, home valuation wasa 
mere subterfuge, by which the barden of duties 
was to be increased. If this were the case, he 
would go against it altogether. 


Mr. HUNTINGTON did not rise to prolong a 
discussion in the middle of the dog-days, for he 
felt as little disposed to do so as any Senator. He 
would not, therefore, go into the subject of cotton- 
bagging, or gunny-bags, which had been already 
worn so threadbare. These were matters which had 
been discussed, during the last three days, so 
thoroughly, that they might now wel! be considered 
exhausted of allinterest. He might, if disposed to 
keep up the debate, dwell upon the remarks of the 
Senator from Arkansas, as to the importance of 
gunny-bags for packing the corn of Arkansas, In- 
diana, and Illinois. But, although that was a new 
view of the case, he would not now stop to investi- 
gate the matter. He would, however, advert 
briefly to the subject of cotton-bagging. If he un- 
derstood the nature of the opposition to the duty of 
5 cents on the imported article, it was on the allega- 
tion that it would be a prohibitory duty, amounting, 
according to some genilemen’s calculations, to 
from 100 or 150 per cent.; or, as some gentleman 
{Mr. Waker] contended, 250 per cent. This 
wasall wrong. liarose out of a miscalculation 
of the price of gunny-bag cloth in India. He re- 
ferred to the Calcutta price of the article, as quoted 
in the price-current of tnat market, which was 
equa! to 14 cents per running yard, This was not 
40 per cent., instead of 150 or 250 per cent. He 
read a letter, which stated that, in 1837, there 
wer- 300 bales of foreign barging imported, at 350 
yards each; in 1838, 267 brles; in 1839, 739 bales; 
in 1840, 2,469 bales; in 1841, 4.514 bales; in 1842, 
the esiimate is much larger. Here has been an 
enormous annual increase; and gentlemen have 
been paying 22 cents a yard for this species of bag- 


ging. How, then, can they complain if the duty 
only brings down the impoiter’s profit, which has 
been so enormous, but does not change the price 
to the planters? 

Mr. BENTON would avail himself of the pres- 
ent motion, to state the principles on which he 
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should give his vole on the different items in the 
bill. He was for a revenue tariff; for the Govern- 
ment needed revenue, and must have it. But in 
raising the revenue which the Government needed, 
he would discriminate between luxuries and ne- 
cessaries—between articles made, or not made, at 
home; and would so distribute the imposition of 
duties, as to afford incidental proteciion to home 
industry. This industry divides itself into three 
great branches: agriculture, manufactures, and 
commerce. These.branches of industry rank, in 
relative importance, in the order named. Agri- 
culture, which furnishes the means of subsis:ence 
to man and to beast, ranks first. Manufactures, 
which fashion and prepare the products of agri- 
culture and crude materials for the use of man, 
stands second. And commerce, which exchanges 
the superfluities of nations, and promotes civiliza- 
tion, stands third. They are all three great in- 
terests; but they have their relative and their 
degrees of importance; and, in extending the 
incidental protection which the levy of need- 
ful revenue would confer, he would be gov- 
erned by their relative importance, and would go 
highest for that which was most important. He 
would go highest for the agricultural interest; that 
is to say, would lay the highest revenue duty on the 
foreign impcrts which camejnio competition with 
the products of our own agriculture. Now, what 
was a revenue duty? This was a question of some 
latitude, and susceptible of various answers, if an- 
swered in the abstract;—but very simple, if con- 
fined to facts. The answer to the question only 
requires two points to be established, namely: the 
amount of revenue required, and the amount of 
the dutiable articles which are to raise it. These 
points established, and the rate of duty results of 
itself; and, in the present case, would give us an 
average duty of about 30 per cent. on the value. 
The amount of revenue needed for the Govern- 
ment is stated by the committees at about twenty- 
sever millions—not the thirteen millions mentioned 
before the election. The amount of dutiable ar- 
ticles, after deducting re-exporiations and free 
articles, is estimated at about ninety millions. 
Thirty per cent. on this amount would give 
twenty-seven millions—the amount required; and 
the whole to be taken from the customs, if the 
lands are not restored to their destination. If the 
lands are restored, the rate of the duty will be less. 
Mr. B. would still hope to see the land revenue 
restored, and the rate of duty proportionably re- 
duced; but, for the present, he would follow the 
committees, and assume about 30 ner centum to be 
the rate of duty which the wants of the treasury 
required. This was the average: the actual duty 
would be above that rate in some instances—be- 
low itin others. The bill before the Senate rose as 
high as 100 or 200 percentum on some articles. 
He (Mr. B.) could not admit such duties to be 
revenue duties. He could not conceive of a rev- 
enue duty, the maximum of which shou!d exceed, 
or materially exceed, 30 percentum. Thirty-three 
and.a third was the one-third part of the cost of 
the article; and a tax of cne-third must be admitied 
to bea high tax. Above that, the duty might de- 
feat its own object, by diminishing consumption, or 
inducing smuggling. Thirty-three and a third per 
eentum, he would then assume at a maximum 
revenue duty, anc as high as he could go in any 
case. These were his principles; and now for the 
application. ‘The article in question is an agti- 
cultural article; it classes with ugricultural ar‘icies, 
and belongs to the agricultural interes!; for though 
the bagging and the rope pass througha factory, yet 
the factory and the hemp-tield are side by side; and 
the factory works exclusively in the domestic 
hemp. It is not a case of some of these man- 
ufactures which are called domestic, while they 
work up a foreign material—foreign wool, or hides 
for example, washed with forcign soan, greased 
with toreign cil, dyed with foreign ingredienis, and 
worked by foreigu bands, (in some insiances,) and 
yet called domestic. The cotton-bag and rope- 
factory is notof that kind. It is all American; 
and though the factories may be few, yet the farm- 
ers who supply them with Hemp are numerous; it 
is therefore an agricultural interest: and in his 
yiew entitled to the highest incidental pro- 
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tection which is consistent with a revenue duty. 
Scotch bagging is iis foreign rival; and if this 
duty was upon the value, he would say at 
once,j let itbe 33} per cent. Butit is not on the 
value, but on the yard; and here come difficulty 
arises. How many cents per yard will be the 
equivalent of 334? and the answer to this ques- 
tion requires us to know the cost of the foreiga 
article. Here, as a naiter of course, we have d:f- 
ferent prices quoted, and truly; for the same arti- 
cle must have different prices in different years, 
and even in the same year, under different circum- 
stances. The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
CaLHoUN] quotes a purchase made by an import- 
ing merchant of the South in 1841, at 4and 5 pence 
sterling. This is equivalent to 8 and 10 cents. 
On ihe other hand, the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. CrirrENDEN} gives us quotations for ten 
vears; and they are from 64 pence to 74 pence; 
that isto say, from 124to I5cents. Both quota- 
tions are authentic; but that of the Senator from 
Kentucky must predominate; for he gives the 
prices for a series of. years, while the Senator from 
South Carolina only gives the price in the case 
of a single purchase. About 13 or 14 cents may 
then be assumed as the average, or usual cost of 
the article in Dandee and Inverness, whence it 
comes. Thirty-three and a third per ceatum would 
be very hear 5 cents on the yard, if the running 
and dutied yard were the same, But the yard for 
duty is the square yard; and this is 4, or 6, or 8 
inches narrower than the other. Then a duty of 5 
cents gives more than 334 per centum on the value; 
and, without pretending to precise accuracy, it is 
clear that 34 cents—the duty proposed in the 
amendment—comes nearest to the duty desired. 
It is a case in which precision is unattainable—in 
which, in fact, what was the precise eqvivalent at 
one time would not be so at another; and believing 
34 cents on the square yard to be near about—to 
be as near as well could be attained—to the 334 
per centum on the value, he should vote forit. Mr. 
B. said that revenue was his object, and protection 
the incident. He had shown the principle on which 
he arrived at an average of 30 per centum as neces- 
sary for revenue, and shown that there were cases in 
which he would 20a little above it. He had now to 
take another view of it, and to show the amount of 
the incidental protection which it would affurd. 
Aud here he had to appear paradoxical! for he 
would say that a revenue duty of 30 per cent. on 
the value of the imported article was a protection 
of 60 per cent. on the home-made article! He 
supported this proposition by showing that, with- 
oul any duty upon it, there was a charge of 30 per 
cent. upon the foreign cost, before it could leave 
the importer’s hands. This amount was thus made 
up: costs and expenses of importation 74 percent ; 
importer’s profit, 124 per cent.; cash payments and 
home valuations, 10 per cent. This was 30 per 
cent. added to the foreign cost, without duty, 
and before it leaves the importer’s hands. It was, 
therefore, au addition of that amount to the cost 
of the article, and, consequently, a protection 
to that amount to the home-made article. Add 
the duty to this, and it is 60 per cent. pro- 
tection. It was a great protecition—enough for 
any interest—as much as the community should 
bear—as much asa wise policy should demand. 
Make it higher, and the duty will be a bere of 
contention, and the sport of political ¢ 
itis reduced, or broken down. Geia prohibitor; 
duiy, or a high direct protective duty, and you 
only bring on a contest in which right and strength 
will eventually prevaii—the right of the mass to 
pay ho more than the wants of the Government 
require; the sireneth of the millions who conseme, 
and who, in the long run, wil! defeat the uniis who 
tax for iaordinate profit. A revenue duty rising 
as hizh as 334 nercentum on sume articles, less 
on others, with the exprnses of importation, and 
the importer’s profit, is a “reat protection; and 
wise manufacinurers saould be contented with il, 
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and withdraw their interests 
' the fate +f political parties. 


tics, aud avo!’ the 
ed these remarks to be general, and 
, 


mw flicts, until 


Mr. B. i 


en 


to explain the prine:pies on which he should give 
all bis votes in the progress ot this bill. 
Mr. BATES said there was one point that 





Ought, at this stage of the debate, to be better un- 
derstood than it seemed to be at present; and that 
is, What constitutes a revenue bill. The Senator 
from Mississippi says the duty of 5 cents on cot- 
ton-bagging will check or prevent the imporiation 
of it, and therefore that this duty is not for revenue, 
but for protection. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire says that a much less general average of duty 
than this bill provides will produce more revenue, 
and therefore the bill is a bill for protection, and 
not for revenue. The Senator from South Care- 
lina maintaias that 20 per cent. is the irue revenue 
standard. Now, with all deference, he said it 
seemed to him that this is taking a narrow view of 
the subject—the view which a mere tenant at will, 
or sufferance, or for a year only, would take, who 
only looked to see how much he could gather up 
and carry off from a plantation or farm during his 


brief possession of it, without any regard to its | 


future condition or permanent improvement. 

The Secretary of the Treasury—whose province 
itis, and in whom I have full confidence—siis 
down to devise the ways and means of carrying on 
the Government—not as a_ politician, but as a wise 
statesman; not during his oificial term merely, but 
for the permanent supplies of the treasury. He 
will come te the conclusion that the supplies ought 
to be derived from the customs—for this all-suffi- 
cient reason, among others: that about one-half the 
duties, in such case, will be paid by foreign pro- 
ducers, ix return for what we have been obliged 
to pay, in the same way, as the tobacco-planters, 
wheat-growers, &c. can abundantly satisfy him. 

In the next place, he will see that the customs 
must depend upon the imports, and the imports up- 
on the ability of the people to pay. A nation, in 
the long run, can only import what it pays for; and 
what it can pay for, it will import. This is the 
only limit to consumption. The tendency of na- 
tions is uniformly, as itis of individuals in their 
expenditures, to go to the extent of their means— 
ofien beyond. 

These principles being recognised, which are as 
true as the Book, in looking over the list of arti- 
cles upon which to impose duties, he comes to the 
cotton fabrics; and an ad valorem duty of 20 per 
cent. upon this articie, he says, will give me abun- 
dance of revenue, but it will ruin the business, It 
will throw out of employment ine multitudes who 
are engaged in it, and who buy largely otlier im- 
ports that bearaheavy duty. The factory girls 
will no longer be able to buy their silks and satins, 
and pretty bonnets and ribands, and kid g!oves, and 
silk shoes, and lace capes, and the thousand. other 
things with which they know how to bedeck them- 
selves. I shal! gain on the cotton, but I shall lose 
on everything else. I shall gain on the cotton only 
for a year or two, and lose permanently on all be- 
side, and, in the end, on the cotton too. 

He comes to the article of wooll:ns; and there 
meets with the same difficulty. Anad valorem 
duty of 20 per cent. will produce the same results, 
and will ruin the farmers in their great staple of 
wool, to say nothing of their market for other 
things. 

Ele comes then to the agricultural products gen- 
erally. Here, again, a duty of 20 percent. will 
afford abundance of revenue; but, in the end, it 
will ruin the farmers, and hurt the revenue. We 
should have wheat, rye, corn, oats, barley, and 
potatoes, coming in upon us without limit. What 
would we do with the butter and lard to which the 
Senator from New Hampsuire referred yesterday? 
Would he put the duty down to 20 percent? No; 
he would raise ita cent kigher, as this bili does, 
and exclude it—as I should think any statesman 
would, unless he acted upon he principle “The d—1 
take the bindmost;’” ‘Eat and drink to-day; die 
to-morrow.” 

He comes tocotton bagging. He reasons im ths 
same way, and ac's upon the same principle. In 

hort, a wise siatesman, inteading to derive his 
revenue from the customs—looking to the future 
as well as to the present—will, in forming his bill, 
have primary reference, as_the only resource npon 
which he can rely, to the ability of the people, their 

asiness, their labor, their thrift; and he will so 
frame his bill as to protect, encourage, and pre- 
mote them—as the fathers of the Revolution did in 
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he means to de- 
‘pends, and 
rest. A 
tructed to 
ana not but it 
is the only revenue bij} that will or can be per- 
manently proiuctive. The chairman of the com- 
mittee was right in his designation of it as such. 
The question was on Mr. CaLnoun’s amend- 
ment to the amendment, substituting 20 per cent. 
ad valorem as the - y on cotton-bagging; and it 


their first bill for revenue—unless 
stroy the life upon which his system d 
th: only foundation upon which it can 
bill, therefore, in my ] 


view, wisely cons 
this end, is a revenue bill; 
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was then taken by yeas and nays, and resulted in 
the a 8. nays 33, a follows: 

YEAS— srs. Bagby, Calhoun, Cuthbert, Fulton, King, 
Govier Wat es Woodbury- 

NAYS—Meesrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Benton, 


Yhoate, Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, Crit- 
tencen, Dayton, Evans, Graham, Huntingt Kerr, “inn, 
Mangum, Merrick, Miiler, Morehead, Porter, Preston, Rives, 
Simmons, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Sturgeon, Tailmadge, 
White, Woodbridge, and Young 

The question then recurriig on the Finance Com- 
mittee’s amendment, to insert 34 crits instead of 5 
cents per square yard on cotton be gving- 

Mr. YOUNG moved to amend the amen linent, 
by inserting 25 per cent. ad valorem, in place of 34 
cents per square yard. 

Mr. CALHOUN read, from a statement which 
he had obtained from the Treasury Depariment, 
that the duty on cotton bagging in 1840, according 
to the reduction ef the compromise act, was 2 
69-109 cents per square yard—*vhich was equal to 


Berrien, Buchanan, 4 






28 21-100 per cent. ad valorem. Surely a cash 
duty equal to this was protection. He would not 
argue further on the subject; for he did not hope 
by argument to put downasystem which had been 


built up against allargument. Bet, he would ask, 
what principle was there for exemp'ing copper 
sheathing for shipping, that did not apply to cotton 
bagging? 

Mr. EVANS said the answer 
the object of exempting copper sheathing was to 
encourage the doing of work at home, which, but 
for this exemption, wonld be done abroad, and by 
foreigners, instead of by our own cilizens. 

Mr. CALHOUN said it was just such an an- 
swer ashewxpected. Navigation, then, ina this coun- 
try, could not stand against competiticn, unl:ss 
sheathing were introduced duty free. Here was 
an enormous charge upon the coiton nlanter—a 
charge which would benefit him nothir g3 he 
would no! geta cent more for hs co'‘on—and im- 
posed too, at a time, when the p! 
was suffering more than any other, 
well portrayed by the Senator from 
CurnpBert] yesterday. 

Mr. CUTHBERT said he d 
che other point, which was, the 
duty whieh five cents a yard npon cotton-hagging 
imported from the East Indies would produce. 
Mr. C. referred to official returns to »dow the quan- 
tity imported in 1839, and the rate per yard 
which it was furnished tothe American purchaser— 
nearly six cents anda half. A duty, then, of five 
cents per yard, would be upwards ofeighty per cent. 
ad valorem. 


was very plain: 


nhiing interest 
, ae 
ner, aS had 


Georgia [Mr. 


been 


ied to advert to 


Mr. SIMMONS observed that Senator from 
Georgia was greatly mistaken. Me hcld in his 
hand the price-current of Calcutta for 1842, in 

I ’ 
th was quoted at 


which the price of guuny-! 
9 81-100 cen's per running yard. 
Mr. CUTHBERT 


said was, that the price in 


explained that what be had 


1839 was G4 cents; but 


the demand having greaily increased up to 1842, 
the price had increased. His argument was, that 





the price of 1839 was the real price at which it 
could be afforded. He stated how he had first 
been induced to try gm ny-t -ggino; and that 


result of his experience was, that he was satisficd 





the 


it was destined to be an article which weuld be 
universally pr ae to hemp-bagging. 
The CHAI R “1 if the Senator from Iinois 


{Mr. Youna} hed ca cd for the yeas and nays? 
Mr. YOUNG remaried, that it was his inten- 
tion to call for the yeas and nays. He briefly 
stated his reasons for making the proposiiinn. 
The general iz piice of K a bageing 
was from 18 | 


o 20 cents in Lovisvi 
bly, in New Orlesas, 


sellit 
ink 
from 20 to 23 cen 
5 dae pric ep 
lew Orleans 


y 
per cent. ad valorem would probably bria 
of gunny-bagging io the same rate ia N 


enormous rate of 
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as Kentucky bagging; but the incidental protection 
to the jatter would be in its own superiority; for it 
would undoubtedly be always preferred to gunay- 
bagging, at equal, er even utgier prices. He 
stated, also, bis reasons for preferring the ad va- 
lorem rate to a rate by the square yard. He 
called for the yeas and nays on his amendment, 
which were ordcred. 

Mr. WALKER said the 25 per cea'. ad valorem 
luty now propcsed would be equa! to ihe Finance 
Cornmittee’s proposition of 34 cents, instead of 5 
cents per square vard. It would b2 equa! to the 
duty of 1840. The imported bagging was then 


6,786,889 yards, valued at $723,678, and paying 
$200,418 duty—tha’ of the preceding year having 


been buat $87,000. This was at the rate cf 27 69-100 
per cent., which mighi be considered cquivalent to 
the 25 percent. duty now proposed, 

Mr. CALHOUN explained that it 
even something higher 

The yeas and nays were then taken; 
amendment was disagreed to—yeas 17, 
follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. 


Fulton, Graham, 


wonld be 


and the 
nays 27, as 


Allen, Bagby, Berrien, Calhou 
King, Preston, Rives, Sevier, 


, Cuthbert, 
Smith of Con- 


necticut, Tappan, Walker, Wilcox, Woodbury, and Young 

17 

ads 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Benton, 
Buchanan, Choate, Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Day- 
ton, Evans, Huntingto:., Kerr, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, 
Phelps, Porter, Simmons, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Stur- 


gzeon, Tallmadge, Whi e, and Woodbridge—27, 

Mr. ARCHER éefined his position in relation 
to this question. He beli eved the daty of 5 cents 
arevenue duty; but he thowgat it was too high. 
He would be inclined to consider the proposition 
ot the Finance Committee beter. His object was to 
furnish speedily, and at almost any cost, sufficient 
revenue to relieve the Government from what he 
conceived to be a siate of intolerabie degradation. 


Believing, then, that this was the ouly bill which 


could be got this session, he would take it ax it 
was, and give his vote while the bill was in com- 
mit'ce of the whole, in favor of 5 cents, He 


1ight, however, in the Senate vote for 34 cen 
but that would depend on circumstances 
The question was then taken on the Finan 
Comn sine’ $s amendment, to substitute 34 cents p 


square yard, for 5 cents; and resulted in the nega- 
live—yeas 21, nays 25, as follows: 

YLAS—Messrs. Allea, Bagby, Benton, Berrien, Buchanan 
Cathoun, Cuthbert, Fulton, Graham, King, MeRobetts, Pres- 
ton, Rive , Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Tappan, Walker, 
Wilcox, Williams, Woodbury, and Wright—2! 

N AY: 3—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Choate, 
Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Hunting- 
ton, Kerr, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Phe}; Por- 


ter, Simmons, Smith of Indiana 
madge, White, and Woodbridge 6, 

Mr. WALKER moved to insert 4 cents. 

Mr. EVANS considered the commiitee’s amend: 
ment disposed of. 

Mr. WALKER 
another lime. 

The question then came up cn the second amend- 
ment, proposed by the Finance Committee; which 
was, on iron ia bars or bolis, not manufactured in 
whole or in part by rolling, instead of $17 per ton, 
to insert $16 per ton. 

The yeas and nays being demanded, were or- 
dered, and resulted in the negative—yeas 23, nays 
26, as follows: 

Y¥RKAS—Messis. Allen, Bagby, Bent 


athbert, Fulton. Graham, King, Linn, 
. Smith of Co; ' ectict t 


Sprague, Sturgeon, Tall- 








would offer his amendment at 


. Berrien, Calhoun, 
McRoberts, Mangum, 
Tappan, Wal- 


Preston, Rives, Sevier 


ker, Wilcox, Williams, Woodbury, Wright, and Yourng—2o. 
NAYsS—Measrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Buchauan, 
Choate, Clayton, Conra *y Crafts, Crittenden, io n, Evans, 
Ifuntington, Kerr, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Phe , Porter, 
Simmons, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, S.urgeon, atina! ge, 
White, and Woodbridge —26. 
The next amendment wason bar or boli iron 
! 


made wholly or in part by pga instead of 
$27 50 per ton, to insert $24 per t 





The yeas aoe nays on this ame ndment were 
called for and ordered, and resulied—yeas 24, nays 
25, as follow: 

Y EAS—Messrs. Allen, Archer, Bagby, Benton, Berrien, Cal- 
houn, Cuthbert, Fulion, Graham, King, Linn, McRoberts, 
Mangum, Preston, Rives, Sevier, Smith of ¢ cticut, Tap- 
pan, Waiker, Wilcox, Williams, Woodbury, Wricht, and 
Young—24. 

NAaYS—Messrs. Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Bucha Choate 
Clayton,Conra 1, Crafts, Crittenden, Dayton, Reels ih shine. 


ton, Kerr, Merrick, Mill 
Smith of Indiar 


W oodbridge—25 


r, Morehead, Phelps, Porter, Simmons, 
2, Sprague, Sturgeon, Tallmadge, Wuite, and 





ee re 





ae 


So the amendment was r rejected. 

The next amendment was as follows: In the pro- 
viso extending the indulgence of existing laws to 
railroad companies for iron imported for railroads, 
instead of 1843, to insert 1845. 

Mr. BERRIEN explained the objects which the 
Finance Committee had in view in proposing this 
amendment. 


He had heard, \ 








ta pleasure, the gencral ex- 
pression of a disp osition to encourage domestic 
industry; bat on that sal ject he had no sectional 
feelicg?. He would, however, say that, if any- 
thing re quired encouracement, it was thesystem of 
internal communication, in which the commerce 
of the whole Union had a deep interest, 

The railroads in the Southern portion of the 
country were commenced on the pledge of laws 
that iron used in their cons!ruction was to be im- 
ported free of duty. He asked the Senate to sus- 
tain this pledge. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he had felt an irresistible 
repugnance to cigage in the ¢iscussion of a bill 
which they must all be aware wonld end in noth- 
ing. He had omitted, for this reason, to say a 
word regarding the duty on hammered iron, 
although he could have shown conclusively 
that the daty of i gly aton would not be equal to 
30 percent. Bat this, di id appear to him so re- 
markable an annendme?t, considering all that had 
taken place, that he could not omit saying a few 
words upon it, He would not say there had been 
a compromise between the Senator from Georgia 
and himseli; yet it was as mach like a compromise 
as anything that he bad ever known; and one for 
which he (Mr. 3.) had incurred considerable cen- 


sure tco. He nodertook, it was true, to agree that 
the privilege of importing railroad iron duty free, 


should continue watil the 4th of March, 1843; and 
be had assented to that, at atime when he knew 
there were extensive preparations being made in 
some Of the distric's of Pennsylvania for the man- 
ufacture of the article. 

Now, what was proposed to be done? To ex- 
tend that privilere for two years longer, and to 
permit iron thus imported to be laid down three 
years hereaftcr—thus annihilating all duty upon 
railroad iron for a period of five years. This 
was the proposed amendment. And he would ask 
(but he supposed be might ash in vain) if it were 
right, while all the operative classes were subjected 
to the payment of a duty, in some shape or other, 
that the railroad compan_es should alone be exempt. 
Why should they be privileged above all others? 
He had no feeling of hostility towards those com- 
panies—very far from il; but be would say that 
they ought ai least to be piaced upon the same 
footing as individuals. Exclusive privileges ex- 
tended io them, would be clearly in violation of 
common right. 

What hed the treasury already lost by that un- 
fortunate act of Congress? It had lost, up to this 
time, according to documents now lying on your 
table, $4,890,000—equal toa premium of $500,000 
a year granted out of the treasury to those rail- 
road companies—an actual gratuity or donation. 
This, he (Mr. B.) considered a great injustice to 
the public revenue, and he trusted the Senate 
would concur wiih him that they were not entitled 
to these privileges 

Mr. MILLER observed that there could be no 
betier evidence of the fact that this was a bill for 
revenue, and viewed in that light alone by the 
Committee of Ways and Means, than this very 
portion of it which was now sought te be amended. 

He proceeded at some Jength to show, from sta- 
tisties, that a sacrifice of upwards of three millions 
of dellars of revenue had been made for railroads, 
without producing the least benefit to the railroad 
companies themselves, or to the country. The 
effect of leaving railroad iron free of duty had 
been, to throw into.the hands of a few capitalists 
in Engiand all the money which should have been 
reecived by ihe treasury of the United States. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment was on the same subject: 
on proof that said iron is actually and perma- 
nently laid down for use on any railway or in- 
clined plane— 
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Strike outto the middle of the eighteenth line, and insert 
“within three years from the time of importation: Provided, 
That no iron shall be considered as railroad iron, but such as is 
prepared to be laid permanently on railroads or inclined planes, 
without further manufacture; and spikes, pins, and chains 
shall not be considered as railroad ijon.”’ 


Mr. BERRIEN further explained the nature otf 
this amendment. 

It was asked why should iron laid down on rail- 
roads be exempted from duty?) He would reply, 
for the protection of the industry of the country. 
It was withholding from a portion of the industry 
of the country (the iron manufacturers) a bounty at 


the expense of another portion of the industry of 


the country. 

That portion of the country which has perfect- 
ed its railroads, and enjoyed the benefit of laws 
which gave them the advantage of importing their 
iron, now come forward to prohibit the railroads 
of the South from the same benefits. He called for 
the yeas and nays, which were ordered, 

The subject was further debated by Messrs. 
MILLER, BERRIEN, and BUCHANAN. 

Mr. BERRIEN moved to amend the amend: 
ment at the close of the section, line 17, afier the 
word plan, ‘“‘the construction of which has been 
already commenced, and wuich shall be necessary 
for the completion of the same.” 

This amendment was adopted. 

Toe question was then taken on the amend- 
ment, as amended, and resulted in the negative— 
yeas 14, nays 32, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Bagby, Berrien, Calhoun, Cuth- 


bert, Fulton, Graham, Mangum, Preston, Sevier, Tallmadge, 
Walker, Wright, and Young—1l4. 


NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Benton, 
Buchanan, Choate, Clayton, Conrac, Crafs, Crittenden, 
Dayton, Evans, Huntington, Kerr, Linn, Merrick, Miller, 
Morehead, Phelps, Porter, Rives, Simmons, Smith of Con- 
necticut, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Sturgeon, Tappan, 


White, Wilcox, Williams, aud Woodbridge—32, 

The next amendment was on iron in pigs, in- 
stead of $10 per ton, to insert $9 per ton; which 
was rejected. 

The next was to strike out “fon plates or sheets 
of which copper is the material of chief value, 
and on patent sheathing metal composed in part 
of copper, 2 cents per pound.” 

Mr. WRIGHT hoped the amendment would be 
adopted. He could not, at so late an hour of the 
day, detain the Senate to debate it, but would call 
for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the ques- 
tion was decided in the negative—yeas 21, nays 
25, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Berrien, Calhoun, 
Fulton, Graham, King, McRoberts, Preston, Rives, S-vier, 
Smith of Connecticut, Tallmadge, Tappan, Walker, Wilcox, 
Williams, Woodbury, Wright, and Young—2l. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Choate, 
Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Hunting- 
ton, Kerr, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Por- 
ter, Simmuns, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Sturgeon, White, 
and Woodbridge—25. 

The next was, instead of 20 percent. ad va- 
lorem on watches and watch materials, to insert 
7% per cent. ad valorem; which was rejected. 

‘Khe next was, to change 124 per cent. on dia- 
monds to 7 per cent.; which was rejected. 

The next was, to change 20 per cent. on gems, 
pearls, or precious stones, to 74 per cent.; which 
was also rejected. 

The next was, to include among sugars, brown 
clayed sugars; which was also rejected. 

The next was, among articles exempied from 
duty, to include flaxseed; which was ais» rejected. 

The next was, also to include “plates or shee's 
of copper suited and designed for sheathing ves- 
sels; aod patent metal sheets used for the same 
purpose; which was also rejected. 

The next was, making the drawback on foreign 
sugar refinell in the Uniied States, “equal in amount 
to the duty paid on the foreign sugar from which 
itshall be manufactured, and no more; to be as- 
certained under such regulations as shall be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of the Treasury;” which 
was also rejected. 

The next was, to iaclude in the ad valorem duty 
authorized by the act, ‘“‘a cnarge of commissions a! 
the usual rates,” as the home value “at the port 
where the same may bo entered;” which was also 
rejected. 

Mr. BUCHANAN moved to strike out the 27th 
section of the bill; which reads as follows: 
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And be it further enacted, That the proviso to the sixth 
section of the actentitled “An act to appropriate the proceeds 
of the sales ofthe public land and to grant pre-emption mghts,” 
approved September dih, IS41, be, andthe same is heieby, 


repealed. 
Mr. B. said he had a few words,and buta few 

words, to say on that subjec'; but as it might give 

rise to debate, he would move an adjournment. 
The Senate then adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Satorpay, July 30, 1842. 

The following biils, returned from the Senate 
with amendments, were severally considered, and 
the amendments were agreed to: 

The bill to constitu'e the ports of Stonington, 
Mystic river, and Paweatack into a collection dis- 
trict. 

The bill to regulate arrests on mesne process in 
Washington county, D. C. 

The bill to authorize the Shenandoah Bridge 
Company, at Elarper’s Ferry, to erect a bridge over 
the lands of the United Siates. 

The foilowing bills from the Senate were seve- 
rally read twice, and referred : 

The bil to protect the revenues, and prevent the 
charges upon the treasury of the Post Office De- 
partment. 

Tue bill to provide satisfact'on for claims aris- 
ing under the 14ib and 19th articles of the treaty 
ot Dancing Rabbit creek 

The bill for the relief of William H. Robertson, 
Daniel H. Garrow, and J. W. Symington. 

The bill to authorize the Solicitor of the Treas- 
ury to adjust and compromise the claims of the 
United States against Henry Daniel and Thomas 
Triplett, jr. 

The bill re!ating to land in the Greensburg 
district, Louisiana. 

The bill for the relief of Hugo Krebs. 

The bill to amend the act supplementary to the 
act to amend the judicial sysiem of the United 
States; and 

The bill to regulate appeals and writs of error 
inthe disirict court of the Uniied States for the 
northern district of Alabama. 

Tue act supplementary to the act for the relief of 
Clark Woodroof was, by general consent, carried 
through its different stages, and passed. 

Tse SPEAKER anuounced that reports from 
standing committees were in order. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee cn Indian 
Affairs, made a report, accompanied by a bill, con- 
cerning the Stockbridge tribe of Indians, and 
move: that the report and bill be printed; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. A. V. BROWN wished to make an appeal 
to the House totake up Senate bill 269, relative 
to the payment for horses lost, &c. in the Florida 
war. A great many honest claimants were inter- 
ested; and he hoped that, if the bill were taken up, 
an amendment might be agreed on, which, he 
thought, would obviate all objections to its ;as- 
sage. 

Mr. STANLY objected, and the motion was not 
received. 

Mr. CARUTHERS, from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, to which bad been referred the 
resolution on the subject of the Texan boundary, 
made a report, concluding with a resojuiion that it 
is inexpedient to continue tat running of the line at 
preseat. 

Mr. TALIAFERDO, fron: the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, reporied a bill for the 
of Beriy Truxton; which was read twice, anid 
f:rred, 

Me. T., from the same committee, made adverse 
reports on the petitions of Sarah Joinson and J. 
McClung. 

ir. G. DAVIS, {rom the Committee on the 
Territories, reporied a bill authorizing a grant o1 
two lots in Si. Augustine 'o the corporation of that 


ity, for the use of the Catholic church: read twice, 


relief 


re- 


and referred 


Mr. MORRIS made unfavorabie reports on the 
petitious of Jobn MeCienahan, Mary Jones, and 
David Penhellow. 

Mr. ARNOLD, from the Select Committee to 
which was referred the bill reducing the pay and 


m.ieage of members of Congress, and of the civil, 


\| 


i} 
| 
j 


military, and naval officers of the Government, re- 
ported the same with amendments; which were 
read. 

{The amendments provide that the bi!l shall take 
effect irom the Sth day of November next, instead 
of 5th December: 

That the pay of members of Congress, which is 
reduced by the bill to $6 per day, shall cease du- 
ring their absence from theirrespective Houses, ex- 
cept in case of sickness of theniselves or families, 
or when excured by the Fiouse; and 

The following scale of reductions for the sala- 
ries of the several officers of the Government is 
proposed in lieu of that in the original bill: 

Ist. From and after the Ist day of January, 
1843, the pay and emoluments of all the officers of 
the Federal Goveinmeat in the civil department, 
excepting officers of the diplomatic corps serving 
abroad, the Commissioner of Pensions, and officers 
whose pay and emoluments do not exceed the sum 
of $1,000 per annum, and those the reduction of 
whose salaries is prohibited by the Constitution, 
shall be reduced at the following rates: Officers re- 
ceiving salaries of $3,000 and upwards, shail be re- 
duced at the rate of 20 per cent.; less than $3,000 
and over $1,000, 122 per cent.: Provided, That no 
oflicer shall be reduced below $1,000 per annum; 
and that no officer, excepting those of the diplo- 
matic corps, shall, after the Ist day of January, 
1843, receive for salary, fees, emoluments, or per 
quisites of office, a greater compensation for any 
one year than $5,000. 

2d. That where an officer receives a given per 
centum, the rate per centum shall be reduced 
20 per cent., excepting deputy postmasters whose 
compensations are less than $1,000. 

3d. That all expenses, other than salaries of of: 
ficers of the judiciary, shall be reduced 20 per 
cent.;and all perquisites, fees, and costs which the 
United Siates may be required to pay on process 
issuing from the courts of the United States shall 
be reduced 20 percent. 

4th. That the pay of al! the officers of the navy 
and army shall be reduced 20 per cent. for pay, 
rations, and other perquisites, except where an ofli- 
cer receives less than tworations; and, in that case, 
his allowance for rations shall not be reduced. 

oth. No cfticer of the army or navy shall be 
allowed a greater sum than six cents per mile for 
transportation of bagesge; acd salaried civil offi- 
cers shall receive no other pay or compensation 
than the salaries allowed them by law.] 

Mr. ARNOLD observed that he thought the 
most proper course to be taken with this bill would 
be to print it, and ass’en it for the earliest day con- 
sistent with the convenience of the House. Gen- 
tlemen, be said, would have to meet this case, and 
he thought they had better do it with as little delay 
as possible. For himself, he was ready to meet it 
now; but as gentlemen, no doubt, would prefer 
being acquainted with its details fully before they 
acted on it, he would move to have it printed, 
and made the order of the day for Monday 
next. Every gentleman who thought proper could 
also suggest such amendments as he deemed neces- 
sary. He hoped this proposition would be acceded 


to. The country expected them to act on the sub- 
jec‘ promp'ly, and they owed it to themselves to 
dose. If gentlemen would not consent to print 


this Dill, and as‘ign it for the dey he had named, 
he should insist on disposing of it at once. 

Mr. GWIN, from the minority of commit- 
tee, presenied a counter-report, accompanied by a 


ine 


bil, which tras read. 

{This report does not touch on the civil, mili- 
tary and naval officers of the Government, and re- 
fers only to the pay and mulesge of members of 
Corgress. The bill provides that, from and after 
the ‘sent session of Congress, each member of 
ihe Senate and House of Representa‘ives shall re- 
crive $8 for every tveuty es’ travel te the seat 

Cc 


of Government from his residence, going by the 
most usual rou'e, and the same suim for returning 
home; also, $8 for each day’s attendance in their 
respective Houses, provided the session shall not 
con inue Jonger than five months; but if the ses- 
sion continues longer than that period, then they 
shall receive, for the remainder of such session, $4 
a day.] 
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Mr. CALHOUN made the question of order, 
whether a minority of a committee could report a 
bill. 

Mr. BOWNE, oneof the committee, replied 
that they had not reported it as a bill, but merely 
as notice of an amendment that would be offered 
when the bi!! should come up. He would now 
move that the bill be referred to the Committee of 
the Whole, and would briefly assign bis reasons 
for the motion. On the introduction of this 
bill, and before its reference to a select commiltec, 
a great effort was made to pass it, without any cx- 
avaination whaiever. The Eiouse, however, came 
to the conclusion that the subject was of sucha 
magnitude as (o require areference toa se!ect com- 
mitiee; and it was made. He then supposed that 
it was the determinatien of the House to have this 
matier examined into, and a report made, to in- 
form the members of the House, and enlighten 
their judgments, so as to enable them to act on this 
subject as its importance deserved. How far that 
object had been accomplished, he could in a single 
word inform the House. On the day of the an- 
nouncement of the committee, they were summon- 
ed to { The 








meet at 5 o’clock in the afternoon. 
House adjourned about the time the committee 
were to meet, and they metsoon after. The ma- 
jority determine: at once to take up the bill, and 
dispose of it without obtaining any information, or 
any facts to enable them to legislate correctly on 
this important subject. 

Mr. C. BROWN here interrupted Mr. B., and 
made a few observations, which were not heard. 

Mr, BOW NE said that this reporthad been made 
to the House precisely in the same situation in which 
the bill was when first iniroduced; that is, unac- 
companied by any facts or information whatever. 
Under these circumstances, he was opposed to 
making it the special order of the day for Monday, 
when, by the operation of the previous question, 
it could be harried through without any amend 
ment or alteration whatever. If they referred it 
to the Ccmmiitee of the Whole, the subject might 
be discussed, and amendments adopied, so that the 
bill would be sufficiently matured to act upon 
when reported to the House. These were ine rea- 
sons for making his motion. 

Mr. CROSS submitted the ing as an 
amendment that ke should offer at the proper time: 

Stiike out all after the enacting clause, and insert: “That, 
feom and after the first day of November next, the per diem 
pay of Senators and members of the House of Representatives 
shali noi exceed, at any session of Congress thereatter, the sum 
of four dollars per day after the expiration of five months 
from the commencement of such session; and that the mileage 
of said Senators and members shall not exceed six dollars for 
every twenty miles travel, in going to and returning from the 
seat of the General Government of the United States—to be 
computed on the most direct usual route travelled from the res- 
idence of sail Senators and members respectively: Provided, 
That no Senator or Representative shall receiv per diem pay 
for any day, or number of days, he 1s absent trom the body to 
which he belongs, unless such absence be on leave ofsaid body, 
or occasioned by the sickness of himself or family; and in the 
two latter cases, he shall be required to state in writing the 
cause of hivabsenee.”’ 


Mr. ARNOLD replied to the remarks of those 
who had complained of a desire on his part to pre- 
cipitate action upon this bill. It seemed to bim 
that the measure was not so palatable to many 
gentiemen now, as formerly, when it was iatro- 
duced by him. The opposition at this time came 
with a bad grace from many gentlemen. He hoped 
they would yet consent to meet ihe question fairly, 
and not refer the bill to the Committee of the 
Whole, where the debate would be interminable, 

Mr. BOWNE suggested that, unless the bill 
should be sent to the Committee of the Whole, it 
could not be perfected. In the House, twenty 
amendments might be offered, and all cut off by 
the previous question; which would bring 1 
House to a direct vote on the engrossment of the 
bill. 

Mr. ARNOLD stil! contended that it would be 
better to discuss the bili in the House, than in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. He wished the yeas and 
nays taken, in order to see who were sincere in 
their course in relation to this bill. 

Mr. PROFFIT thoucht the gentleman was mis- 
taken in impating ins.acerity to any of those who 
had voted for the bill hereiofore, and also in the 
idea that any one had accused him of insineerity. 
He would ask the gentien.an if he expected to get 
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|] a vote upon the bill half as quickly in ihe House, 


as by referring it to the Committee of the Whole. 
In the House, the motions in relation to it would 
be interminable, the cebate interminable, and the 
ayes and noes interminable. Shonid the bill, how. 
ever, be referred to the Committee of the Whole, 
it would be in the power of the House, at any 
time, to take it out, and ceme to a vote upon it. 

Mr. CUSHING rose to a question of order. 
He contended that, according to the rules of the 
House, the bill must necessari'y go to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole. He entered into an argument 
to prove the justice of his conclusion, and was 
sustained by Mr. POPE. 

The SPEAKER adhered to the decision hereto- 
fore made, that the bill might be ected on without 
referring it to tne Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. EVERETT took an appeal from this de- 
cision; which appeal was briefly debated by Messrs. 
TILLINGHAST and ARNOLD, until the ex- 
piration of the morning hour; when Mr. PROFFIT 
called for the orders of the day. By general con- 
sent, the bill was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. BIRDSEYE 
name not heard. 

Mr. POPE made an effort to get up several bills 
which had been reported, in relation to the Terri- 
tories, and now on their third reading; but without 
success. 


made an adverse report— 


The bill for the relief of Samuel Pattison, re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole, without 
amendment, was read a ihird time, and passed. 

Also, a bill to confirm certain land claims in 
the State of Louisiana—name not heard. 

A bil! for the reliet of the representatives of Wm. 
D. Cheever, which had been reported from the 
Committee of the Whole, with the understanding 
that it would be opposed in the House, was taken 
up on its third reading. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON addressed the House at 
length in opposition to the bill, and was succeeded 
by Mr. GIDDINGS in its favor. 

Mr. COWEN offered an amendment, which was 
agreed to; and the bill was passed through its final 
Sle ges. 

ine next bill taken up and passed was “A bill 
to restore to certain invalid and other pensioners 
the amount of peasion by them relinquished.” 

A bill for the relief of William Scott, of Beaver 
county, Pennsylvania, was taker up on the ques- 
tion of engrossment. 


Mr. MALLORY opposed the bill. He said it 
was a claim for a pension by a man who, eighteen 
years ago, while driving a wagon in a militia 
company, caught the rheumatism; and, if they 
granted pensions in such cases, they might pass 
tariff bills, to raise the necessary means, without 
number. He moved to Jay the bill on the table, 
and it was agreed to: the vote (taken by tellers) 
being 77 in the affirmative, and 47 in the negative. 

The next was a bill for the relief of the widow 
and children of Benjamin W. Hopkins, Ceceased. 
Mr. Hopkins, the deceased, many years ago, con- 
tracted with the Government to erect a fort at Mo- 
bile; and, in consequence of some delay en the 
part of the Government in appointing an agent to 
&x the location, (orsome other like purpose,) it was 
alleged that Hepkins sustained an injury to his in- 
terests, for which his widow and children sought 
to recover compensation by the present claim. 

Mr. MALLORY said the claim had no greater 
merit than the one just laid on the table, and he 
made a like motion in this case. 

Explanations were made by Messrs. GID- 
DINGS, TOMLINSON, PARMENTER, and 
COWEN; after which, the question was taken, and 
the bill was rejected. 

The bill for the relief of Isaac Justice was taken 
np and discussed by Messrs. ARNOLD and MAL- 
LORY. 

Mr. MALLORY moved to lay it on the table. 
Rejected—ayes 66, noes 66; the SreEaKER voiing in 
the hegative. 

Mr. ARNOLD baving called for the previous 
qvesiion on the engrossment of the bill, it was 
seconded by the Hiouse, and the main question or- 

















dered. Tne main question was ihen taken, and* 
resulted in ayes 54, noes 57—no quorum voting. 

Mr. PROFFIT moved a call of the House, but 
subsequently withdrew the motion. 

The question on the engrossment of the bill was 
then taken by yeas and nays, and resulted—yeas 
62, nays 66. So the bill was rejected. 

A message was received from the Senate, an- 
nouncing the passage of sundry bills by that body, 
and their concurrence in the reportof the commit- 
tee of conference upon the navy appropriation 
dill 

Tine bill for the relief of James Nimbiett, re- 
ported trom the Committee of the Whole, with 
a recommendation that it be rejected, was then 
taken up. 


Mr. EVERETT called for the reading of the 
report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions; 
which was read. 


The bill was then, under the operation of the 
previous question, rejected, by a vote of 81 to 41. 


CONFERENCE ON THE NAVY BILL. 


Mr. WISE, from the Committee of Conference 
on the pari of the House of Representatives, made 
a report reconciling the differences between the 
two Houses upon the bill makieg appropriations 
for the naval service. 

The report was then read for information, (fora 
copy of which see Senate proceedings ) 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON objected to its reception 
at this time. 

Mr. WISE moved a suspension of the rules for 
that purpose. 

Mr. SPRIGG moved that the House adjourn: 
rejected. 

The rules were then suspended—ayes 105, noes 
not counted. 

Mr. WISE said he hoped the report would be 
concurred in. He would desire to make an expla- 
nation; but as there was a strong desire to have the 
bill disposed of, he called for the previous question. 

Mr. CAVE JCHNSON appealed to the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. Wise] to withdraw his 
motion, and Jet the House know what it was doing 
in voting upon this report. He hoped the House 
would not order the main question to be put, until 
it understood the nature of the report made from 
the conference committee. 

The previous question was then carried, and the 
report of the conference commitiee concurred in 
by the House—yeas 98, nays 28, 

So the nary appropriation bill only needs the stg- 
nature of the President lo dsecome a law. 


CONTINGENT APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House then took up the bill legalizing and 
making appropriations for such necessary objects 
as have been usually included in the general ap- 
propriation bills without authority of law; and to 
hx and provide for certain incidental expenses of 
the departments and offices of the Government, and 
for other purposes. This biil passed through the 
Committee of the Whole on Friday last, when Mr. 
Gentry moved a recommiital, for the purpose of 
making some observations thereon. He, however, 
gave way, with the understanding that he should 
have the floor on the question of engrossment. 


Mr. GENTRY now proceeded to address the 
House, and complained that the bill was not pre- 
pared in accordance with the views of the House. 
He repeatedly gave way to motions to adjourn; 
but, on the yeas and nays being demanded, he pro- 
ceeded. Tle said not only was there no reduction 
of salaries, bat there was an increase ip the num- 
ber of clerks. There were, it was true, some 
savings effected; but they amounted to but $9,000. 

Ajier speaking some time, he said he was speak- 
ing for effect here, and not elsewhere; and as there 
were so few to jisten to him, he would move an 
adjournment. 

Mr. ARNOLD (who was temporarily acting as 
Speaker) announced that the House was adjourned, 
and left the chair, without taking the question, and 
while Mr. J. R. Incenso.t was demanding the 
yeas and nays. [This singular dismissal of the 


House created roars of laughter.] 
The House adjourned at a quarter past 3 o'clock, 
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